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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION



/CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

In the process of genuinely attempting to live and share the Good
News of Jesus Christ with an “exploding" contemporary world, some people
have become increasingly desperate to know how!

This necessity, they have discovered, is disturbing wmultitudes
of sincere Christians in every walk of life. Many have found themselves
turning from one '"successful” method to another; while others have
"faithfully” held to some favorite or "honored" procedure.

But who has succeeded and who has failed? What are the standards
of the task? How is it known when one is actually succeeding? Many
methods have been used throughout the history of the church. Some have
come, some have gome; some have remained, some have returned., What is
the measure of what is "good" and what is "bad" in this process?

At times some have begun to think that possibly neither they,
nor the particular methods they were using had been designed to £it the
unique circumstances of which they were a part. On the other hand,
from time to time they were "successful;” at least in some amount or
quality; but this was frequently only more perplexing becsuse they
neither really knew why it had occurred nor how to perpetuate it.

Nor did they find it possible to accept the easy conclusing that
it was just the "spirit of the age."” It might be true, but they were
haunted by the feeling that possibly they had not adequately carried

out their portiom of the responmsibility; or that in spite of their



sincerity and zeal they might not have properly understood their part.

The writer has sought some answers to this enigma in studying such
fields as: psychology, education, theology, philosophy, Bible, history,
literature, etc, In addition the writer has taught, led youth and adult
groups of various sizes and purposes; pastored churches and counselled
the confused, bereaved, penitent, secking, confident, careless, and
indifferent,

At some time during this process, the writer became aware of
the vast new sclence of communication., The more he read, the more he
sensed a kinship between their problem and his. In fact, he began to
wonder whether they might have discovered some clues to help solve his
dilemma,

This idea the writer persued through a study of the history of
language, semantics, mass communication and the general communication
theory. Though he is only novice in any of these fields and hardly that
in some, he has become convinced that what and how they are speaking is
at least pertinent to the problem faced by religious communicators. Of
no small assistance in his coming to this insight were the works of such

contemporary authors as Hendrick Kraemer.1 Eugene Nida.2

1Hendrick Kraemer, The Communication of the Christiam Faith
(Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1956).

2Eugene Nida, Message and Mission (London: Hamish Hamilton Ltd,,
1960) . ‘



F. W. Dillistone,> J. B. Phillips,* and Harry DeWire.>

I, STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Since those making careful study in the concept of "communica-
tion" had appeared to be facing similar problems to those of the
Chrigtian educator, it was decided that it would be bemeficial to seek
answers for the following questions: "Does the contemporary concept of
*communication® have any relationship to God's recorded revelation of
Himself?"; "If so, does this Biblical ‘communication' give us any indica-
tion as to the principles involved in the construction and judging of
contemporary means of Christian 'communication?'; and finally, "Is it
possible that in answering these questions one approaches the core of
Christian education?" This study attempts to begin to answer these

questions.,

II. JUSTIFICATION OF THE STUDY

It is not as if nothing had been said in reference to these
thoughts, Surely all of theology, history of Christian thought, as
well as Church history are closely related. Likewise, the above men-

tioned authors, others listed in the bibliography and many more seem

3p. W. Dillistone, Christisnity and Commnication (New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1956).

4J. B. Phillips, Making Men Whole (London: Collins Press, 1955).

SHarry DeWire, The Christian As Communicator (Philadelphia:
Westminster Press, 1959).




to be facimg into this problem. Indeed, it sppears that the changing
world mission scene and the challenging field of Christian counseling,
are both comstantly meking discoveries and imducing study in this asrea,
But in this limited investigation, the writer did not £ind anyone
who had approached the problem in the particular way he had chasen,
asking the specific questions. They may have implied them, inferred
them or alluded to them; but it seemed logical that they should be
asked directly; because of the nature of the "eternal truth" being
gshared, the complexity of the problems increasingly being faced and
the apparently aslready helpful interrelationghip of the two fields of

Yeommunication” and "Christian edusation.”
11T, PROCEDURE OF DEVELOPMENT

To accomplish the aim, the writer chosge first to discover a3
guccinct definition of the concept “communlcation.” In thie the expe-
rvience and knowledge of certain experts, as well as other general read-
ing in the field, has been utilized; in addition to a semsntic study
of the word “communicate."

Other authors certainly cannot be held responsible for the
writer's conclusions, but it is hoped that at least sowe logic has been
followed imikhe use of theilr information and in the final construction
of a "working® definitiom.

Hext, the writer, using the formulated defimition, attempted to



approach Scripture® as a s@mmuﬁicatiens wan) and let ehg Bible itself
judge whether there was any relatlonship between the recorded "revel-
ation of God" and the "idea of communication” as it was defined. This
led naturally imte‘&n attempt to “spell au;" some of the apparent
relationships in the terms of both fields. Preparvatory veading and eval-
uation for this task was done casually and in concentration over a
period of three years, in addition to the above mentioned experience,
The accumulated information thenm became the resource out of
which the writer endeavorasd to discover whether there might be gome
tentative solutions to the aziginal need for principles in the construc-

tion snd evalustion of the contemporary process of Christian education,
IV, LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

Obviously, the task was immense so that certain guidelines ulti-
mately had to be esgakiishéd;‘aizbaugh they were not finally set until
the period of writing which forced its cousequent digcipline of
communication.

As has been inferred, Special or Biblical Revelation was chosen
for this investigation rather than Seneral Revelation; becsusge it was
more objective and suthoritative. This was not to infer that the Gen-

eral Revelation was not related, but just that it was not chosen for

%*The writer has chosen the Revised Standard Version of the Bible
for this work because it is the contemporary standard version, Other
authorized, standard and contemporary translations were used in study;
and all seemed to support and give insight toward the resultant
conclusions,




this study.

Another limitation emerged out of the very procedure of the
investigation itself. Having spent all his life in the church and
over twenty years teaching and preaching the Bible, it would have been
easy for the writer to merely proof-text some new "notions." And likely
this has not been completely avoided,

Therefore to alleviate this as much as possible, a genuine attempt
has been made to let the Scripture "speak' for itself. Some resumes are
made from time to time, as well as contrasts and comparisons between
the facts and incidents of revelation and the ideas and theories of
communication; but it was felt that there was neither time nor space
in this investigation to "spell out" the multitude of implicationms,

The discovery of general relationships between the fields of
"communication' and "Biblical revelation" and the possible unfolding of
some core principles to govern the mode and appraisal of the Christian

education process were the only goals,
V. DEFINITIONS

For this paper the following definitions were assumed:

CGod. Creator of all things known and unknown; interested in man.

Jesus Christ. The authentic personal revelation of God im the
world,

The Bible. The authentic recorded revelation of God to man; the
major confirmation and source of definition of all contemporary knowl-
edge of Him.,

Man. A creature of God, made in God's image and capable of

fellowship with God.
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THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNICATION



CHAPTIER II
THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNICATION

It is obvious that words a2nd ideas have history; that they are
“rooted” in past circumstances and events and cannot be adequately
understood apart from these “reots,” Becasuse of this, an investigation
was made of some of the semantic history of the term “communication”
before turning to the way it has been used by contemporary authors,

I. SEMANTIC DEFINITION
The word "communication” was found to be represented by Webstert

as having come from the Latin communicatus, past participle of

commnicare, to commnicate; which in turn is devived from comwnis

0 Coumon .

Hord Roots

0f ilmmediate intevest then, was the word compunis or cosmon

which Webster broke into its comstituent parts: co, signifying with,
together, in conjunction, jointly; combined with munus which means

obligation or with munia which means gift. Thus common could be

ghown to express the idea of an cbligation or gift held jointly or
ghared, The related Sanskrit word mayate was used to support and

illuminate this concept through its basic meaning of exchange.

Yyebster's New International Dictiomary of the English Language,
Unabridged, (Springfield, Mass.: Mirviam Company, 1934}, Because of
the differvence in clagsgification of dictionaries page references were
considerdd useless by the writer. o




10

Investigation revealed that this idea was carried over imto the
Anglo-~Saxon gemdene which was defined by the words “common” or
fooneral.,” Semantic kinghip was likewise detected in the Danish
gemeen, German gemein, Gothic gamains. This was also noted to be true
in the BEnglish words: mean, imwune, migrate, municiple, munificent,
mutable, mutual, permeate.

This reasoning was confirmed by Webster's sctual definition of

the term "common™ as:
1, Balonging or pertaining to the community at large.

2. 8hared equally or similarly by two or wore individusls, ...

4, 0f frequent or ordinary occurance or appesrance; familiar

by reason of frequency; as, a common eight... .

Continued research in Webster revealed that the word "commune
too was integrally related through its meaning of:

1. To share (with); also to have intercourse {with}.

2, To converse or confer together; to take counsel; now

specifically, to converse intimately; to hold spiritual or

confidential intercourse.

Provided with this basic semantic background, one was more
prepared to comprehend the fundsmental term, “communicate," which
Webster described as meaning:

1. To impart, bestow, or coavey; as to communicate a

disease or sensation;... . 2. To meke kaown; to give by way
of information;.., . 3. To shave in common; to psrticipate in... ,

Synopyns Compared
The writer then determined that a further means of describing

communication might be to compare the three synonyuns used in the

definition: impart, bestow and convey.
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Bestow. For the sake of this investigation the word "bestow”
wasg considered first; end for authority the classic, "Urabb's Eaglish

ﬁyﬁanymaﬂz was consulted, He stated that:

Bestow is compounded of be and stow, which, like the wvul-
gar word stoke, come from the German stauven and ptauchen, and
is on onomatopoeia, or representation of the action intended
to be expressed, namely, that of disposing in a place.

Crabb further alucidat@& "bestow” by comparing it to its syn-

onym confer.

Conferring is an sct of authority; bestowing thst of chare
ity or generosity, Princes and men in power confer; people in
privete station bestow, Honors, dignities, privileges, and
vanlk are thinge conferred; favow kindnesses, and pecuniary
relief are the things bestowed. Merit, favor, interest, caprice,
or intrigue gives rise to conferring: necessity, solicitation,
and private affection lead to bestowing.

"Bestow, " therefore, though seen to be similar to communicate,
nevertheless was perceived to have the ides of giving or presenting
to without necessarily any implication of response, exchange or shar-

ing as had apparently been revealed in the comcept of communication.

Convey. The synonym "convey” was next comsidered. In Crabb's

work it had been asgociated with such words as: "bear,” “carry” and

"gransport.”

CONVEY, in Latin conveho, is probably compounded of con
and veho, to carry with one. ...Ts bear is simply to take the
welght ht of any substance upon one's self, or to have the object
about one: to carry is to remove a body from the spot where it
wag: we always bear. im carrying, but we do not always carry
when we bear. Both may be applied to things 23 well ss per-

&@arga Crabb, English Synonymes (New York: Harper and Brothers,
1891). All words ave listed ag in a dictionary so that page references

seemed ummecessary.
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gsons: vhetever recelved the weight of anything bears it; what-
ever is caused to move with snything carries it. That which
cannot be eesily borue wust be burdensome To garyy: in .
extremely hot weather 1t ls sowetimes irksome to besr the weight
of one's clothing...Convey and Lrgnsport ere species of carry-
ing. Carry in ite particular seuse is euployed either for
personal exertions or actions performed by the help of obther
means; convey end trsngport sre eguployed for such actions as
are performed nob by lmumedisbe personsl intervention or exer-
tion: e porter cerries goods on his knot: goods ere conveyed
in 3 wegon or & cert; they are trausporied in & vessel. Con-
vey expresses slumply the mode of rewoving; transport asunexes
4o this the ides of the place and distance,

Turning to Webster again, it was discovered that the idea of

brengmission was slszo relsted Lo gonvey. Bub there were nueuces,

0o o CGIVEY ususlly stresses the suggestion of a wmedium
vhich conducts or imparts; TRAHNSMIT suggests rather the process
of gending, or allowing to pass, through...

B it was decided that one could essume that though associsted
with the communicetion concept, they nevertheless seem %o be more e

part of the communication process. In other words it might be stated

that one tried to find a wey in which to ¢onvey or trensuit the idea

he wished to communicate.

Impart., Finally the synonym "impart"™ wes serutinized.
Webster was sought ss the authority for this comparison.

COMMURICATE, IMPART sgree in the ides of e conveyance or
trensfer of informetion or of qualities (no lomger of tengible
or eoncrete thing); they differ chiefly in emphesis, communi-
cate stressiog the result, ilmpart, rether the process of the
transfer. To COMMUNICATE (the more general term) is to make
common o both perties or objecte involved the knowledge or
guality conveyed; to IMPART, to share with enother vhat is
regerded ss primerily one's ownj; as, the sky communiceted ite
color to the ses; his coursge commmiceted itself to his wen;
the smoke imparted its odor to his ciothes; to impart one's
ﬂkiil 5] %ﬁ&m-
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Résumé of Semantic Research
At this point, the writer becsme convinced that possibly the
most gignificant point to be seen emerging in the semantic study was
the living quality of the concept “communication” as expressed in its

best synonyms: common, commune, ghare, impart, exchange, participate.

These were found to be in contrast to other similar words which
though assoclated seemed actually more closely rvelated to the commu-

nicating process, such as: convev, transmit, begtow, carry, transport.

Continued research manifested thet this "dynamic” concept was
supported by the definition and usage of many suthorities. For this

inquiry, the following were chosen as representatilve.
II. DEFINITION BY QUOTATION FROM SELECTIED AUTHORITIES

Wilbur Schramm

Authentication. Wilbur Schramm is now the director of the
Institute for Communication Resgearch st Stanford University., He
formerly had been associated with similar work in the University of
Illinois and has done considerable writing and editing in the field
of communication, especilally "meass" communication.

In 1954 Schramm edited s book entitled, "The Process and Effects
of Mass Communication."> The material had originated in the United

Btates Information Agency to supply background material in training

,swiibur Schramm, ed., The Process and Effects of Mass Commu-
nication (Urbana, Illinois: University of Illinois Press, 1954).




new employees, The opening article, "The Process of Comwmsnication,”
was written by Schramm and presented an introduction to the concept.
It is perhaps significent that the material was originally publighed
in Japan and later in the £ifty-third Yearbook of the Sccisty for the

Study of Education,

Viewpoint. After presenting the familiar Latin derivation of
the basle word, Schramm states,

When we communicete we are trying to establish a “common-
negs" with someons., That is, we ave trying to share informa~
tion, an idea, or an sttitude., At this moment I am trying €o
communicate to you the idea that the essence of communication
is getting the recelver and the sender "tuned™ together for a
particular message., At this same moment, somevne somewheve is
excitedly phoning the five department that the house is on
fire, Somewhere else a young man in a parked sutomobile is
trying to convey the undergtanding that he is moon-eyed because
he loves the young lady. Somewhere else a newspaper is trying
to persuade its readers o bellieve ag it does about the
Republican Party. All these are forms of commmication, and
the process in each cage is esggentizlly the same.

Thus it was seen that Schramm's use of such words as "common, "
"gshare," "tune,” "phone,” "convey" and 'persuade,” scemed to confirm

and illuminate the semanticslly implied emphasis on essence rather

than process.

Colin Cherry
Authentication., Colin Cherry is the Henry Mark Pease Reader

41&1&., Firast page of Foveword.

S1bid., p. 3.
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in Telecommunication at Imperial College, University of London. In
1957 he wrote the book "On Humen Communicetion,™ which wes published
jointly by the Massachuaeits Institube of Technology snd John Wiley
and Sons, Inc.é. At that time 1t wes the first in a series of
“Studies in Communicetion” and was to serve as; "Introduction.”

In 1961, Science Editions, Inc., a peper back science series,
republished the book exactly as the originel. On the back cover the
publisher states,

On Human Communicstion discusses the opinions of inter-
natiggéif§”§§§§§7§§§§§%€?és‘..Th& suthor’s criticsl spproach
cuts scross v wide Tield of the literature, and his work

eBarges as & couprehensive source book of references, clte-
tione, snd definitiouns,

Bioce it is natursl for 2 publisher to promote his work in
such a way, they also quote in the same place from the Journel of
Communicetion that "'This is 'must' reading for anyone interested in
the scientific study of humen communicetion.'™

It is interesting and possibly significant to notice that in

nis work on Mass Communications of 1960, Schremm mentions Cherryl in

the bibliography section entitled "The Communicetion Process,”
Schremm's sccompanying annotation suggests that Cherry's book is
"An attempt to combine some of the different scholsrly spproeches to

commnication.,” He also adds, that the "suthor," Cherry, iz a tele-

6Calia Cherry, On Human Communicetion (New York: Science
Bditions, Inc., 1957).

Ty11bur Schremm, ed., Msss Communications (Urbena: University
of Illinois Press, 1960), p. 673. ‘
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compunications englueer,”

Viewggint. In the light of this backgraunﬁ on Cherry, his
definition af communication aaem@a aignificant. Ina glessary Aypenm
dix it wves detected thet he seught to describe the informaticn he was

about to prasenx, as!

Definitions and Explicetions of some of the terms used
in this book. Where different gchools of thought or sggdaa of
opinion ere of serious consequence, this is indicsted,

Following this comment, he described communicetion es:.

Broadly: The estsblishment of 8 scciel unit from individ-
usls, by the use of langusge or signs. The shering of common
sete of rules, for variegs goel-seeking setivities. (There are
meny shedes of opirion.)

At snother place in his work, under the heading, "What is
Communication,” he affirmed thet;

Communicetion ie essentially & sociel affelir. Man hes
evolved a host of different systems of communication which ren-
der his soclal life possible - sociel life not in the sense of
living for hunting or for meking wer, bubt in & sense unknown
to enimals, HMost prominent smong ell these systemp of commu-
nicetion is, of course, humen speech snd langusge.

To this he sdded:

When “members” or "elements" are in communicetion with
one another, they ere sssociatbing, co-operating with one
snother, forming an "organization”, or sometimes an "orgenism.
Communication 18 & social function. That old eliche, "a whole
is wore then the sum of the parts,” expresses p truth; the
whole; the orgenigzetion or orgeniem, possesses & struciure
which is describable es a set of rules, and this structure,
the rules; may remein unchenged ss the individusl members or

"

aﬁharry, op. cit., p. 303. 91p14. mxbié., PP 3-4.
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elements sve chenged. By the possession of this structure the

whole orgsnization masy be better adapted or better fibtted for

some goal-seeking sctivity. Coummunication mesuns s sharing of
elowsnts of ba?gviar, or wodes of 1life; by the existence of
sets or rules.

Cherry elucidated further by coumenting on & definition of one

wvhom he regerds as "2 leading psychologist,” who siteted that "'Commu~

nication is the diseriminstory response of en organisu to a stim-

wivs,

Resumé

ni2

But Cherry observed that,

ssoThe same writer emphasises thet a definition brosd
enough to ewbrace all that the word "communicetion™ mesns to
different people mey risk finding ltself dissipeted in gen
eralities. We vould sagree; such definitions or descriptions
serve as little more than foel for discussion., Bubt there ere
two polints we wish to mske concerning this psychologist's
definition, ...28 we shall viev it ln our present conbext,
commmication is not the vesponse iteell but iz essentially
the relationship set up %y the trauswiseion of stimuli and the
evoeation of reapenses.l

of Authorities

Thus 1t was recognized that to Schramm's ideas of “commonness,”™

"gharing,” "™buning,” "conveying" and "persusding” had been edded the

significant concept of communiestion being within a "social wnit” or

"relationship” "established™ by "languege” or other "signs® or

"rules,” within which & "whole" "orgeniss" way adept itzelf to soume

11 ..
Ivid., ppe 5-6.
125 g, Stevens, "Introduction: A Definition of Communication,”

quoted in Colin Cherry, Ibid., pp. 6-T.

31p1d., p. 7
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"gosl" or “purpose" through "assoclation,” "cooperation,” "partic-
ipation."”
Thus we had ascertained that not only did these wen confimm
the "dynemic® quality of the concept of communication, but also

provided greater resource materiel for a definition.

III. DEFINITION BY OBSERVING FIELDS INFLUENCED
BY THE COQEUNICATION CONCEPT
The next step in the continuilng deliniation wes the observa-
tion of the veriety of fields of knowledge touched by the concept of

communication.

Fields Listed
From the ventege point of his experience, it wes noted that
Cherry percelved the concept of communication as erising
esein a number of disciplines; in sociology, linguistics,
psychology, economics; in physiology of the nervous sggtem,
in the theory of signs, in commwicstion engineering.
Cherry mlso observed thet when one hears the term commu-
nicate it
eeectlls to mind wost resdily the sending or receipt of &
letter, of a conversation between two friends; some may think
of newspapers issued daily from a central office to thousands
of subscribers, or of radio brosdeasting; others may think of
telephones, linking one spesker end one listener.

But, he added, that this was not necessarily true of the

Yonerry, op. cit., p. 2.
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specialist:
sssfOr instence, ornithologists and entomologists may
think of flocking and swarming, or of the iuncredible precision
with which flight meneuvers are wade by certein birds, or the
howming of pigeons...Agein, physioclogists way consider the
communicetive function of the nervous system, co-ordinating
the actions of sll the parts of en integrsted epnimel, At the
other end of the scele, the enthropologist end socioclogist are
greatly interested in the communicetion between lasrge groups
of people, societies snd reces, by virtue of their cultures,
their economic end religlous systems, their laws, lengusges,
and ethicsl cades.l
To these lists it wes Pfound thet one could sdd semantics,
syntactics, television, phonetics, cybernetics, public spesking,
philosophy, motion pictures, sdvertising, transportation, writing,
photography, art educetion, history, etec.; ell discovered to be
either speciel fields in themselves or specialized eress of related
disciplines., In fescht, it eppesred thet there was practicelly no
division of humsn thought which had been left untouched by the coumu-~

nicstion "revolution.”

Resson For Influence

Az 8 resson for the wide interest in this subject, Cherry sug-
gested the concentrestion of wmodern specislization:

.. most of us ere content to cerry out sn intense cultivae
tion of our own little scientific gerden..., deriving ccea~
sional plessure from a chet with our neighbors over the fence,
vhile with them we discuss, eriticize, and exhibit our prod-
uce.

Too many of us fbheugh] are scilentifically lonely; we

151hiat, Pc 5"'6;
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tire oflgantinaally talking to ourselves, and seek companione
shipPeas”

It was presumed, then, that aur‘gtnﬁg hed disclosed tb&% the
trend of analyeia ag& its resultant i&el#tigm, hed siirreé the search
for syn%heaia, integration end even inberpretation in interrelation.

Continued investigstion é&d@é the qualifying fect that in
order to accoumplish this communication, someone in each field, or
discipline must initiaste & move toward cthers. It seemed to be
obvious, though, that this would be more esesily said than done. BSuch
insight suggested the next point of definition: the problems asso-

clated with the ides of commmiestion.

Lkalh s

Iv. DEPINITION BY DESCRIPTIGH OF SOME OF THE PROBLEM

ASSOCIATED WITH THE IDEA OF COBNICATION
Since it had been detected that the intention of communicetion
was to "share," to find a point of "ecommonness,” to "cooperate,” to
"agsociste,” to "relate™ even "partieipate;” it therefore seemed
logicel for the integrebing individuasle or fields to discover or

create gsome mutual vacabulery.lT

Vocabulary
So this apparent necessity of "vocabulary" became the first

léIbiﬁe, pp. 12, Bracketed word is inserted.

ITHarry A, DeWire, The Christien es Communicator (Philadel-
phia: The Westminster Press, 19061); P. 156.




problem iﬂvéatigate&; Between some disciplines the building of
vocabulary wes considered to be fair&y eusy; for instence: physics
and mathamatics, soclology an&kgsy¢haiogy, eeen@mﬁe$ and diplonacy,
ete., Their rglative gese of bridging ves sha%a to seour maaé from
the overlepping problem situetions and terminology. Although it
vas ascertained thet the similarity e@nvalsa become a problem if the
words used are the same but have different connotations,

But examination revesled that the wore one drifts away from
the so-called "exact™ sciences or the more naturslly interrelated
fields, the more probebility there is of "misunderstanding.” This
fact vas presumed sas the wajor reason for the enthusissu in some
groups for the mathemeticelly centered "Theory of Coummuniceation,”
also called the "Informstion Theory of Communication.”

Bubt it was leerned that telecommunicetions engineer Cherry,
had struck a herd blow st any undue optimisam toward the unifying
power of the "Mathemsticel Theory.” "True," he acknowledge, "it
has considerable relevance to...different diseiplines, but it is not

w18 In fasct, be continued...

a cure-all,

At the time of writing, the vaerious sspects of cownu~

nication, sz they are studied under the different disciplines,

by no means form & unified study; there is a certain cggman
ground which shows promise of fertility, nothing wmore.

By this it was presumed he meant that even those specisal

13ﬁh@rry, Op. ¢it.; p. 2.

Yrvia.
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fields which make up the science of communication itself (linguisties,
mathematics, cybernetics, psychology, semantics, phonetics, ete,) were
not yet united; let alone other specialized fields,

Thus it was sesumed thet one of the major problems in commu-
nication was vocsbulary--words, bridges, rules; the actusl tools of

the intervelating process,

Integrity

The aaxt‘vital concern detected in the communication process
was that of integrity.zﬂ As two individuals or fields actually
attempt to wmove toward commonness ov assoclstion in vocabulary, it was
discovered that there is the possibility of the “stronger™ {larger,
more highly developed, more mature or secure) absorbing (dominating,
assimilating) the “weaker.” If this occurs; instead of communication
(bridging, sharing, participating, cooperating) it was perceived that
there would be coercion. And coercion probably would result im either

capitulation (with assimilation, imitation and pretense) or rebellion

{with rejection, defense and violence.)

Hor was it found that this danger of coercing was merely oune
related to those who are "stromger.,” The "weaker,"” it could be seen,
might take advantage of the generous “stronger’ and create a similar

reaction,

zaﬁarry A, DeWire, op. git., pp. 158 and 16,
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- This idesl of "freedomn" was supported by modern investigators
in the field of communication science, Joseph 7. Klapper, one of the
authors in Schramm's book on mass commnication, concluded that "The
condition believed to render persuasion wmost effective is the monopoly
propaganda paai&i&m;“gi In other words, 1f only one side is presented
exclusively and caastaaﬁiy; the mind has little or no cholice--it is

coerced by wordas,

This brings to mind the titles of Stuart Chase’s books on the

proper and improper use of iaaguaga’aaé thought; "The Tyranny of

Words,” “The Power of Words" and "Guides to Straight Thinking."2?
Another very interesting and confirming series of "summaries”

related to this problem was made by three authors in a chapter

entitled "Changing Opinions on a Controversial Subjaet,“zg They dig-

caoverad thet:

1. Presenting the arguments on both sides of an issue
was found to be more effective than giving only the arguments
supporting the point being made, in the case of individuals
who were Ilnitiaslly opposed to the point of view being presented.

213@&@?h T. Klapper, "Mass Media and Persuasion,” The Process
and Effects of Mass Communication, ed. by Wilbur Schramm (Brbaﬁa.
University of lllinois Press, 1954), pp. 317, 318,

225¢uart Chase, The Tyrauny of Words (New York: Harcourt, Brace
snd Company, 1938): The Power of Words (Wew York: Harcourt, Brace and
Company, 1953, 1954); Cuides to Stwaigﬁ: Thinking (New York: Haxper
and Brothers Publishers, 195@)‘

23¢ar1 1. Hovland, Arthur A. Lumsdaine and Fred D. Seffield,
"The Effects of Presenting '"One Bide' versus 'Both Bides’ in Changing
Opinions on a Controversial Subject,” Wilbur Schramm, ed., The
Process and Effects of Mass Communicatiom, op. git., p. 274.
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2, For men who were already convinced of the point of
vievw being presented, however; the inclusion of srguments on
both sides was less effective for the group es s whole than
presenting only srguments favoring the genersl position being
advocated, v
3+ Better-educated men were more fevorsbly affected by the
presentation of both sides; poorly educsted men were wore
sffected by the communicebion which used only supporting argue
wents.
4. The group for which the presentation giving both sides
vos lesst effective was the group of poorly educated men who
were already convinced of the point of view being sdvocated,
5. An ifmportent incidentel finding wes that omission of a
relevant argument was more noticesble snd detrascted more from
effectiveness in the presentation using erguments on both sides
then in the presentstion in which only one side was discussed.
Sc the investigstion seems to corroborate the necesmsity of
mutuslly agreed upon "definitions,” "rules,” "signs,” "vocabularies”
of eommunieatien not only for reciprocal understending, but also for
proper integretion.

This inferred necessity for freedom from coercion slso intro-
duced the importance of some additionsl considerstions, Not only did
there seem to be the necessity of wmutually coumprehensible voecsbulary
or rules to govern the process and protect the integrity of ell
parties; but if there was to be webturity in relationship there sppar-
ently also needed to be education in the proper receipt and evalustion

of information.

Feith
These deductions manifested the fact that "suspicion” might be

one of the grestest hindrences to the shering end receiving procesa.

Observation effirmed thet sn unbelieving "receiver” will very likely

either "twist" or "miss take" 2ll overtures (or gestures, es DeWire
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puts it}zﬁ toward himself, whatever might be the sctual wotive of the
"sendar, "

it was a2lso noted that this could be true of the “sender.”

If he waz not convinced that the "receiver" hed confidence in him

he would 1ika§y seek o protect himself from nisuse and misrvepresen~
tation; end probably thereby be more vague and therefore incomprehen-
gible in his stiempted communication.

And, in addition; it wae ascervtained that the more "distance"
by way of time, place or culture that was naturally between them; the
more intense this problem would become . 25 |

Faith or confidence, then, had been demonstrated to be the key
to vocabulary building and integration as well as definition or com-
preohengion of meaning.

But then the question became, 'What if there was an initial
‘gulf' or lack of understanding, how can this be overcome?” In other

words, "Where does one begin in establishing the pivotal authority-

faith relationship?”

Information

On the basis of general knswi&éga, it peanmed obvious that the
only place to begin establishing a real point of contact with an

individual would be on the edge of his consciocus or cultural expe-~

24
Harry A. DeWire, op. c¢it., p. 109.

zgsalin Cherry, op. ¢it., pp. 8-16.
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ri@aceaaé
Research indiceted that comprehensible informetion, in truth,
must be presented in order to relste the individual 2nd his needs {0
the source of communicative relati@mshig¢2T B lasrge volume asnd cone
gsldersble variety of information to insure reception snd yet evold
"entropy " or boredome end apsthy vere also suggested. This seemed to

establish the need of educstion for proper receipt of informetion.

Referent

| It cecurweé to the writer thet even these meuns wmight well
prove futile unlese there were some way in which the informetion
could be objectively confirmed in the lmmediste personal experience
of the individuel,

That this referent could be elther negstive or positive
sppeared evident as long as it wes an attestetion Lo the varﬁt& of
the messsge ss given.

It also seemed logicel that repeated confirmetion wmight be
necessary before the desired stitlitude of confidence wes sitiained,
But it was elso evident that thet which wes said must have reslity to

"pack"” it and thet this reality must be disclosed in some way and

measure before there could be satisfactory besis for belief.

aéﬁ&gene A, Nide, Message and Mission (New York: Harper and
Brothers, 1960), pp. 57, 50.

g7$&e discussions of learuing sund meaning in Chexry snd Nida.
Also ﬁi&a, ?_E‘ mo, PP ?Qa?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ l38u
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Apparently though, ounce this besie confldence was esbablished
and mainteained, there would be no end to the ever enlerglog possibil-
ities of eommunication.

Approval of this line of reasoning seemed to come from the law
af the r%fer@nt;eg This principle affirms that in order for s word
or eoncept to heve meaning, 1t must have g referent; 1t wust be
"real, " "aetusl,"” "fulfilled.”

Many of the high-sounding and/or rebble rousing words and
phrases of conbemporary life cen be shown ¢ be méstly guction for
many people: “American wey of life," "communism,” "church snd state,”
"ereeping socialism,” etec. All these have week or extremely com-
plicated refer%ﬁtﬁ, go thet they sre understood as belng éifficult
to define. In fact, vhen they are delinested it is usually through
the illustretion of sowe person or incident in vwhich they are embod-
ied.

These assumptions end investigations seemed, therefore, to
give reasonably strong support for the need of proper cenfirmaﬁian
or "authorization" if it was expected that information wes to be

accepbed, .

Motive

The next question was, "Why bother?" "If it is so difficult,

280, K. Ogden and I. A. Richards, The Mesning of Meaning
(Few York: Harcourt, Brace snd Company, Inc., l§5§§, pP. 9=11.
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tenuous end risky; what is the adventage of communicating?”

Hendrick Kreemer gives one snswer to this question by e
quotetion from Roger Mehl, "Communication is 'the fundementel human
fact, '"89 There is, he declared, no alternative; men ere "doomed" to
comaunicate, They sre communicetors.

Wendell W, Freshley in en srticle describing an interview of
Harry A. DeWire indorses this idees quite succinctly.

Communication is the fundamentel humen fact. It occurs
as pzople talk, shake hands, gesture, embrace, work, eat, or
play together, It happens as people evade one anocther,
sdmonish, show feer or come to blows. Freguently the non-
verbel expressions coumunicete more effectégely in person«to-
person relationships than do ectusl words.

Communication, then, in its broadest sense was demonstrated to
be living: thinking, doing, not doing.

If one was golng to attempt to answer the question, "Why
communicste?”; then one must face the question "Why live?” Whet is
the motive or wotivation?

That this gquestion could not be explored in this paper was
evident, but some light was sought.

The already presented resesrch seemed to sffirm the fact that
moat'peapla will just naturally persist in life and communication

either for their own benefit (in other words their own existence end

29Hendrick Kraemer, The Communicstion of the Christisn Faith
(Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1961), p. Ll.

30endel1l . Freshley, "Let's Communicate,” Builders (Harris-
burg, Pennsylvenia: The Evangelical United Brethren Church Press),
December 2, 1962, Vol. 48, Ho. 48, p. 3. £&n interview of Harry A,
DeWire, euthor of the book, The Christien ss Communicetor, in The
Westminster Press Series on Christien communication.
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plesgsure) or for the benefit of others: or perheps some of both,3t

K@sume of Froblems Asaocisted With the Idaa of Communication

Tha aim of this sectiea has baen ﬁo uncover some of the probe
18&8 roaiged by the 1&ea of communication.

It has been establish&d that ane of the deepest questions is
thet of gggggg vhich vas seen ﬁe determine the desire or will to
share and probably the "spirit" or sttitude of that‘relationshig-

Thet men would persist in communication %as concluded, though
how end why must evidently be left to their diseretion, but probably
not without consequence.

It has been determined that sny individusl, therefore, wishing
to communicate may; but he would be obligated to attempt to establish
e mutually comprehensible vocabulary to act as a bridge (a fremework
for relationship) as well a3 to protect the mutual integrity of all
participators.

It was further deduced that this vocabulary would not likely
be accepted or even couprehended unless there wes some effort at
confirming or verifying its reality within the realm of the personsl
experience of the individusl.

From this line of reasoning 1t was assumed thet 1Ff and when
the vocsbulary was sccepted, it would form the besic material by which

informmtion could be shared, the "common ground” upon which relation-

3lHarry A. DeWire, op. cit., pp. 20-112,
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ahip could be bullt.
This 1@@ to the finel srea of definition which seeks to dem-
ansixaﬁé aamé of the technicalities of thié process as described by

conteuporary communicetion science.
V. DEFINITION BY DESCRIPTION OF PROCESS

David K, Berlo, in his bhook The Process of Communication;3?

Stusrt Chese, in Pover gg_ﬁorﬁs;33 in fact, & nuﬁbar of suthors in
the commnication field ere reasomably vell agreed on the "basic"
wodel or pabtern of the pr@eess’of ea@m@ni@aﬁi@a. But for this in-
vestigation échramm and his opening chepter, "How Communicetion

W0rks,”3¢ vas the authority.

Basic Elensuts

The essentisl elements, he asserted, included "the eource, the
messege, and the destinetion.”

A gource may be en individusl (spesking, writing, drewing,
gesturing) or a commmnication orgenizetion (like a newspaper,
publishing houee, television station or woticn picture studio).
The message way be in the form of ink on paper, sound waves in
the air, or saoy other signel caepsble of being interpreted mean-
ingfully., The destinstion may be an individual listening,
watching, or reading; or e wember of a group, such as a dis-

32pavid K. Berlo, The Process of Communicetion (FNew York: Holt,
Binehart and Winﬁt@ﬂ, Im.; 1%053 PD» 30 £, .

3Bgtuart Chese, The Power of Words (New York: Harcourt, Brace
end Company, 1953, 1954), pp. 11 ff.

3k

scmm; QE' %ng Phe 3“360
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cussion group, & lecture sudience, # football crowd, or e uwobj
or an individual wewber of the particular group ve call the
mess sudlence, gueh‘aa the resder of a newspaper or & viever
of talavisian.B
The “"source” was depicted ss having to tske into consideretion

the proposed "message” and considersble informstion asbout the inten-
ded "receiver.” Then he wse shown as "encoding” the "messege," thet
is, pubting it in & form t0 be "transmitied.” This would be the ini-

tial step in vocsbulary building es described in the previcus section,

Enﬂaaigg

Many questions were suggested ss necessary considerations of
the "source" before the messsge vas "encoded.” "How long would this
message need to last?™ A written, recorded or filmed wmessage vas
demonstrated as lasting longer than one which wes only spoken into
the eir. Radio, television, motion plecture, or other smplifying
eguipment was portrayed as heving the capaéity of trsosmitiing 2
greeter distance. The problem would be, "How far is it to go?"

Additional guestions might include: "What common experiences
does the receiver have with the "sender?” "Do they speak the same
lenguage?” Hor would this "langusge™ have to be merely the recog-
nized national tongues. One might have the langusge of the "specialist”
versus that of the "lsymen;" the lengusge of the "poor" versus the

fprich;™ or it could be the langusge of the “church" versus thst of

351pid., pp. 3-k.
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the "world;" the language of "love,” of "music,” etc., and/or some
combination. Whatever the case, the "source™ was designated as
obligeted to "tune in" on the "destinetion,™ if understanding of and

response to his messsge vas desired,

Hoise
Purther questions to be ssked by the "source" included:

"How wuch "noise' would there be?" This "noise”™ wes represented as

having to do with the environment of the wessage during transmission;

thet is, efter it left the "encoder"” of the "sender" and before it

was received into the "decoder™ of the "destination” or "receiver,”
Examples of "noise" described were: static or electricel inter-

ference in the air or on trensmission lines of radio, television,

room; in addition to any

telephone; people telking or moving in a
other distracting thought, wmovement, sound or even motive.

The "noise” factor wes cheracterized as influencing the force
or intensity of the "messsge,” ss well es the simplicity or complex-
ity of the "code."” Also affecting these would be the urgency of the

message.

Transmission

The capacity or receptivity of the "decoder wes manifested ss
@ necesgary consideration. "Whet is the trensmitting medium best
guited to the "receiver?"™ "Can it see, feel, hear?” "Which does it
do best?" Another significent element wss the means ﬁa which the

message was best adapited.




33
411 these, and many more questions were elaborated as essen~
tial obgervations in the initiation of each simple communication

event, though not necessarily conscious, 30

Feedback

While the message was on its way, the "source" was described as
seeing, feeling or hearing it, This “echo" was denoted as part of the
“feedback.” It was demonstrated that “feedback” wmight also be
“reflected” from the "destination” in the form of a "Letter to the
Editor," a glance at the watch, a hand cupped to the esr, a smile or

nod, a £rown, wink, laugh, reply, lack of reply, etc.

Redundancy

"Feadback" was represented as usually causing the corrections
and adjustments in "vocabulary"” and “transmission™ thought necessary to
insure the best possible communication. This comsequent process of

reflection and élarificatiany of repitition and intensification was

labeled "redundancy.”
“Redundancy" was likewise disclosed as being built imto the
very structure éﬁ language. %@21937 offered the sentence, "John saw

Jim, " as an example, He noted that when people say this they are

3ohe scientific description of communication is so technical
that the writer has chosen to salect certain basic elements according
to the need, It was noted that most non-technical writers do this,
Berlo, DeWire, Wida and others can be consulted as references,

3perie, op. cit., p. 203,
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stating thaty
1. There is & person nsmed John.
2, There is & person named Jim.
3. There is a process nemed seeing.
We sre also saying something else. We are saying thst

John was engaged in the process of seeing, snd thet Jim was

the consequence of John's engegewent in the process.

It could be added thet 1f the stetement wsg belng mede by eny~
one other then John or Jim, then one also knows that "X" saw John
seelng Jim or hesr someone ssy thet John ssw Jim, ete.

Anocther "nonsense"” sentence of Berlo's was caelled upon to serve
as an illusﬁration;38 "Most smoogles heve concom,”

«eothe formsl mesning for the "s" in the word "smoogles(s)®
iz "more then one.” The formel mesning for the word "have” is

"more then one." If we were to use words to say what these

formel meenings ssy, the sentence might read something like

this: Most (there are more than one) smoogles (of course,
there are more then one) have (remember there sre more then
one) concom,

The "built in" "redundency” is shown as helping to insure
the proper communicetion. And it is presumed thet if the "noise”
level is high and the emergency great enough, one would likely in-
cresse the “redundancy" end simplify the "symbol” to be certain of

comprehension,

Entropy

Another element wmanifested as being overcome with "redundancy"
is "entropy,"” or the tendency for a message to lose something in pas-

sage.sg Included in this term were the sdequacy of the communicating

31pia., p. 202,  3%hase, op. cit., p. 19.
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instrument to sccurstely trensmit the symbols; the gquestion of the
precision of the symbols transmitied to convey the desired meaning;
and the capecity of commmiceting symholaian&~transmitting inatrument

4o persist until the message hes been canvey@d‘hg

Reception

Finelly, the "destinetion® or "receiver"” wes cheracterized as
"hearing” the meterisl trenswitted end "deciding" whether to "listen;”
if 80, then it would "decode™ the message; sccording, of course, to
ite own "progremming” or pattern of definition, In the light of the
previous study, it is evident thet if there is confidence snd adeguatie
mrtusl vocabuléry, the "receiver” would probably be sble to comprehend,
in some messure, the ides the "sender” intended to shave.

The reply of the "receiver" would nsturally constitute him a
"sender” snd thus the process is exhibited as beconming ss inter-
reletionship with the possibility of growing understanding, sharing
and ?artieiy&ti&a.

It should be evident thet with this wmeny varienbs, snd there sre

more, the process could and does become exceedingly complex,

\2 88 Rééﬂﬁé OfF THE DESCRIPTICH OF THE COMMUNICATION CONCEPT
ARD WORKING DEFIRITION

Obviously, this study has only berely scratched the surface of

uOSee Nida's discussion of "entropy"” end its relation to Christ-
isn communicetion, op. cit., pp. 150~151,
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the exceedingly technicael and repidly developing field of the scilence
of communicetion. Bubt it shall be presumed thet there is sufficlent
evidence for the following sssumptions.

The aim for this entire chapler hes been to discover, if

possible, e definition of the concept of communicstion edequate enough

for use in an investigebion of ite reletion to the Bible.

The discussion begsn in o semsntic uncovering of the roots of
the vord "communicate.” It was sscertsined that this term did not
refer t0 merely o mechenical srrengewent; but wore properly to the

dynsmic essence of a relstionship of shering end participation.

This assumption was found to be supported by et least two
authorities in the communicetion sclence field. They slso sdded the

significant idea of the communiceting event occuring within & social

unit established by the use of signs end functioning ss a purposeful

orgenism through mutual sssociation and cooperstion,

Pragtically every knowledge discipline wes exhibited es being
influenced by the communicetion ides; snd, in fact, shown to need its
help., The challenge seemed to be wore in finding those who would be
willing to face the vest problems sssoclated with this process end
continue to sttempt to communicate.

The problems, it wes decided, stemmed wmostly oubt of the neces~

sity for an adequete mutusl vocsbulery. These bridges or rules vere

disclosed to be not only veluable for reciprocel comprehension; but

glso for meintsining the integrity of ell the individuals involved in
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the communicating process., It was concluded that a clesrly defined

relationship (with elements purposefully drawn from the common exper-

ience of each part) was necessary to esgtablish the bounds as well as

create the enviromment in which the aggsociation and reception events
could freely ocecur with the ultimate potentiality of greciprocal
andargaaﬁsihg and participation.

& discussion of how to accomplish this ideal was the final
portion of the definition. It included e description of some of the
essential elements or tools of the process such as: the determining

of the message to be tramsmitted; the proper choice of codes; the con~

sideration of noise, feedback, redundsmcy and entropy in transmission;
and careful consideration of all the en#iroamaﬁaal probleme of the
receiver., | |

Thus the concept of communication might be deduced succimetly
as: relationship for commonness.

But, as has been deplcted, this relationship must be purpese-

fully established, clearly defined and mutually comprehended; other~

wise there would likely be no commomnesgs but only confusion.

It was also manifasted that compmonness wae understood as the

free sharing of one's self with someone else and the free reception

of the other; resulting in s common organism within which there could

be reciproeal understonding and perticipstion.

Therefore, for the sake of this study, the concept of communica-

tion will be defined ae:
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The purposeful estsblishment of a clesrly defined, mutuslly

e S

comprehended reletionship in order to freely shere one's self with

gomeone else; whieh, if properly received, would result in e coumon

orgenism of reciprocsl understanding snd participation,

In the light of this definition the research will turn to the
Bible to determine whether there is eny relstionship between it end

the concept of communicetion ss designeted.



CBAPTER IIX

THE BIBLE AND COMMUNICATION



CHAPTER III
THE BIBLE AND COMMUNICATION
I. ORIENTATION

The next step in this resesrch was to embark on a very fssci-
nating and seemingly presumptuous voyage. The established gosl was to
discover whether the Bible messsge had any relation to the defined
concept of communiestion which had been elicited from the initial
investigation., Therefore, this chapter will consist of a brief Bible
survey in the light of the proposed dafinition,

Some questions asked are: "Does this concept, ‘communication,f
have any reletionship to God; to the ways or activities of God as
unfolded in the Bible?" And 1f so, "What is thet relationship?”

Other sources may be used, bub oanly to illumlnate or confimm

the "original” source.
II, GOD'S PURPQSE AS EXPRESSED IN THE HEW TESTAMENT

In the defining of communication it wes determined thet in
order to convey anything, there was need first for the "purposeful

gsteblishment of a clearly defined...relstionship."” Therefore, in

this survey, the introductory question is, "Does the Seripture indi-
cote that God has eny such purpose in relation to mﬁn?"l

It seems valid to go to the NHew Testament for the initisl sns-

Inote the definition of “communicstion" on pages 37~38 sbove.
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wer to this question, because in it God claims to have presented His
full end final word., In past days God had spoken in "the prophets,”

but now in “Hig 5@5.“2

The Promise of the Father

After considerable study, the writer determimed that chapter
slaven of the letter to the Hebrews would be a good place to begin
becauge it was ﬁisaovarad that here ﬁh@?e was the suggestion of some
great plen,

These all died im f£aith, not having received what was pro-
miged, but having seen it and greeted it from afar, and having
asgknowledged that they were strangers and sxiles om the sarth
(Heb, 11:13).

This theme i§ repeated in verse thivty-nine and slabovrated,

And all these, though well sttested by their faith, did
uot receive what was promised, since God had foreseen some-
thing better for ug, that aspsrt from us they should not be
made perfect (Meb, 11:39, 40).

Chapter twelve of Hzbrews adds further clarification.

Therefore, since we are survounded by so grest z cloud of
witnesses, let us also lay aside every weight, and sin which
clinge so closely, and let us run with perseverance the rage
that is set before us, lcoking to Jesus the ploneer and per-
fector of our £aith, who for the joy that was set before him
endured the eross, despising the shame, and 15 seated at the
right hand of the throns of God, ...It ig for discipline that
you have to endure, OGod is treating you ag gonsj...he discie-
plines us for our good, that we mav share his holiness...
(Heb, 12:1, 2, 7a, 10b).

One quickly observes that the words "share his holiness" rings
with familiarity in the light of the definition., These terms are not

only "purposeful" but also "dynemic;™ seéming to imply what might well

2gebrews 1. Sinderlining inserted,
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be described ss a desire to "esteblish®™ an "orgenism®™ of "reeiprocal
understending snd perticipetion.”

Earlier in the Hebrew letter, the suthor encoursges the people
to "not be sluggish, but imitetors of those who through faith and
petience inherit the promises™ (Heb., 6:12). And Abreham is declared
the example of those who "heving patiently endured, obtained the
promise” (Heb. 6:15).

Apperently, though, the lmmedistely “obtained" "promise" of
Abrshsm iz not exectly the ssme as thst mentioned in reference to
the contewporary readers of the Hebrew letter. For Abrshsm is listed
among those in chapter eleven who "dled in feith, not heving received
whet wes promised” (Heb. 11:8-13).

So, possibly thst which he “réceiveﬁ“ algo pointed toward that
which was to come. |

Further evidence of & Divine "purpose” can be derived from the
apostle Paul. In writing to the Rowens, he speaks of the "promise to
Abreham, ewmphesizing especially the fact that those who "believe,” as
Abrshem did, sre the true "descendente” end "inheritors of the promi-
aes‘”g

In the letter to the Gslstiens, Psul continues to show thet it
is the "men of feith who sre sons of Abrashem" {Gel., 3:7); and the
"inheritors"of the "blessing of Abrshem;" which is, supremely, "the

promise of the Spirit through faith" (Gal. 3:14).

aRcmans 4:13-17 end 9:1-13.
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Here then is further confirmstion of the divine intention
towerd "reciprocsl understaznding” and "participation” by men; es is
indicated in the ides of "reception.”

This certeinly seems to coincide with the ewphesis of Jesus
end the eerly church. At the close of the Gospel report snd the
beginning of his history of the church, Luke recells the command of
Christ to the spostles "not to depert from Jerusslem, but to wait

for the prowmise of the Father,s vhich...you heard from me,...bub

before meny deys you shall be beptized with the Holy Spirit" (Luke
2h:ho; Acts 1:1-4),

The fect snd dirvection of God's greet plen sre further eluci~
deted through the incident of the initial fulfillment of the "pro-
mise.” On thet day of the feast they were "filled with the Holy
Spirit” (fcts 2:4); end interpreted their experience by quoting from
the prophet Joel.

fnd in the lest deys it shell be, God decleares, thet I
will pour ant y 8pirit upeon sll flesh, and your sons snd your
daughters sﬁell prophesy, snd your young wen shell see visions
and your old men shell dresm dreems; yea, snd on my menser-
vents and my weidservents in those deys I will pour out my
gpirit; and they shsll prophesy. And I will show wonders
in the heaven sbove...ind it shall bg thet whoever calls on
the nsme of the Lord shall be saved.

80 we have demonstrzted that there 18 good evidence for the

deduction thet "the promise of the Father" indicetes sn underlying

sﬁnderlining inserted.

636@1 2:28-32 88 quoted by Luke in Acts 2:17-21. Underlining
inserted.




3

Divine purpose for intimate relatiomship with man,

The Hidden Mystery

Continued observation disclosed that tied to the idea of a
"sromise™ is & theme of "mystery™ which seems to present further
evidence and clarify the fact of God's aim in commmnication,

In the closing benediction of his letter ¢o the Romans, Paul
alludes to the “revelation of the mystery which was kept secret for

long agee but is now disclosed and through the prophetic writings

made known...' (Rom. 16:26).

The "mystery” is succintly "unfolded" in Paul's letter to the
Colossians where he describes his calling as one "to make the word of
God known..., the mystery hidden for ages...” (Col., 1:25-26), This
mystery being now fully manifested, according to him, by the truth of
“Christ in you, the hope of glory” (Cel. 1:27).?

In these thoughts, one perceives some deliniatiom of the ides
presented, God's "sharing” of “His holiness" apparently means not
only His desire to communicate through "sharing” and "giving" Himself,
but aleo through a "relationship®” of "indwelling."

The idea of God's indwelling is corroborated by Paul’s per-
sonal testimony to the Galatiaus.

I have been crucified with Christ; it is no longer I who
live, but Christ who lives in me; and the life I now live in
the flesh I live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and
gave himself for we (Gal., 2:20).

Bavlier in this ssme letter he had affirmed that God “ecalled®

?ﬁnéaflining inserted.




k5
him to reveel His Son "in" him (Gal. 1:15-16). And later he indi-
cates thet he, Paul, is "sgein in traveil until Christ be formed
"in" them (Gel. 4:19).5
Pogsibly one of Psul's most profound statemenis of the
"encient” plen and purpose of God is found in his letter to the

Ephesisns., He ssserts thet they, as "the saints who are also faith-

ful in Christ Jesus,” have been chosen in Christ "before the founda-

tion of the world" (Eph. 1:1-4). They sre "destined," he explains, to
be God's "gggg" “through Jesus Christ according to the purpose of
his will..." (Eph. 115).9

The necessary "redemption" and “forgiveness" are "lavishly"
provided by "God the Father" in Christ. It is, in fact, in Him,
that is Christ, thet they esre given "insight™ into the "mystery” of

God's will., This "plan" of God is, broedly, to "unite all things

in him, thiogs in heaven and things on earth" (Eph. 1:7-10),10

Ag deslgnated participents in this plsn, those who have be-
lieved in Christ are "sesled with the promised Holy Spirit, "which,"”
Paul sttests,” is the guerantee of [their] inheritence until [they]
acquire ftheir fmal] possession of it..." (Eph. l:lla-lh)..n

Continued investigation reveals that there is reason to believe

gﬁnﬁerliﬁing inserted. 9Enderliu§ng inseried.,
Orne referent is Christ

1lvnaarliniag and brackebts are inserted,
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in e profound communicetive purpose in God; ss expressed in "the prom-
ise”™ snd "mystery;" and that its outworking can be designsted as a
"dynamic,” conscious, participsting group associstion in the "Church;®
as well as "living," "free," individual sssocietion; all in and with
God and others through the "persons” of Christ snd the Holy Spirit.
This impression is confirmed by Peul's prayer thet the
Ephesians wight know “the hope to which"™ they have been called; and
"whet ere the riches of his glovious inheritance in the saints"”
(Bph. 1:16-18).
The "glorious inheritence™ is disclosed to be the fact that
they sre ‘
«somade...alive together with Christ...and reised...up
with him, snd mede to it with him in heavenly pleces in
Christ Jesus, thet in the coming sges he might show the

imsessurable riches of his g?ﬁg@ in kindness toward [%haaﬂ
in Christ Jesus (Eph. 2:4<T). ‘

Paul continues by reminding these people who ave "Gentiles
in the flesh™ (Eph. 2:11) that though they were once "strangers to

the covenants of promise, having no hope snd without God in the world,"

they are now "brought near in the blood of Christ" (Eph. 2:12-13).%3

The result of their new "nearness" is sttested by the fact that

they are "no longer strangers...but...fellow citizens with the saints

end members of the household of God..." (Eph. 8:19).1h

lgﬁnﬂ@rlining an& brackets are Ilnserted,

1k

13§n&arlining ingerted, Underlining inserted,
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This means, Peul illustretes, thet they can be likened o 2
building ervected on the “"foundation of the epostles and prophets,

Christ Jesus being the chief cornerstone;” end they, so "joined to-

gether" in Him thet the "whole structure...grows into a holy temple...
2 dwelling place of God in the Spirit" (Eph. 2:20-22),%7

From these Quotatiaaavthare emerges strong evidence for the
divine design of "establishing” s "clearly defined, mutuslly compre-
hended” relationship” for the "purpose® of His "shering,” giving,
’imdwellingz and men's "free," and "reciprocal understending snd psre-
ticipation.™

Paul is epparently so captivated by this marvelous scheme of
God that he repests it immedistely in a different metsphore.

This "mystery of Christ,” he elucidates, iz expressed in the
fact that "the Gentiles are fellow heirs, members of the seme body,

end partskers of the promise in Christ Jesus through the gospel”

(Ephm 3 :}3""6 ) »

These "unsesrchable riches in Christ® are like a "glorious

wl6

inheritance; which 18 now "revealed™ to "meke all men see what is

the plen of the mystery hidden for sges in God...that through the

church the wenifold wisdom of God wight now be mede known to the

principalities and powers in heavenly pleces” (Eph. 3:9~19).17

16

1oynderiining inserted. See Ephesiens 1:16-2:7T.

l7ﬁﬁ§erlining ingerted.
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This declaration drives Psul to prayer again318

«sothat sccording to the riches of his glory he wey grent
you to be strengthened with might through his Spirit in the
inner man, end that Christ way dwell in your hearts through
faith; that you, belng rooted and grounded in love, may have
pover to comprehend with ell the saints what is the breadth
and length snd height and depth, and to know the love of
Christ which surpasses kigwledgg, that you msy be filled with
all the fullness of God.™-

Perhaps one of the most besubtiful snd inspiring statements of
this grest "purpose™ of God and "hope™ of men is found in the Revel-

ation of John.

Then I sav 8 nev heaven end & new earth; for the flrst hes-
ven and the first esrth hed passed awey, snd the ses was no
more. And I saw the holy city, new Jerusslem, coming down out
of heaven from God, prepsred ss 2 bride sdorned for her hus.
band; and I heard s volce from the throne saying, "Behold the
dwelling of God is with men. BHe will dwell with them, and
they shall be his people, and Cod himself will be with them;
he will wipe sway every tesr frow their eyes, and death shall
be no wore, neither shall there be mourning nor crying nor
pain gﬁy more, for the former things have passed away” (Rev.
21 Sl"’ -

There can hardly be any doubt, then, that it is distinctly
indicated that there has been in the "mind” of God "eges 2go™0 o
real “purpose” or "sim," the divine "goal" to “"communicste” Himsel? to
man, “share” Himself with wen through & "dynemic,” intimete assoc-
iation,

Do you not know that you are God's temple and thet God's
Spirit dwells in you eeoeiie who i3 united to the lord be-

lgSee Ephegians 1:16, lgﬂp&@sians 3:16-19, Underlining insert.

2017 Pimothy 1:9. 217 Corinthiens 3:16.
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comes one spirit with him.2? Do you not know thet your body

is a temple of the Holy Spirit within you, which you have frou
God: You ere not your ownj you were bought with a price.23

0ld Testement Support for the New Testement Declarstion

Though the 0ld Testament anblicipation of these svenbs wasg
probebly not as vivid; nevertheless, the New Testament writers plainly
£ind complete support in it for their besic thesis of God's sharing
through indwelling.

Paul quotes from Exodus 25:8 and 29:45; leviticus 26:12;
Bzekiel 37:27; Jeremiah 31:l; Isaish 52:11; Hosea 1:10 and Iseish
43163 when he coupsres the "person®™ to the "temple of the living God™
in I Corinthisns 6:16 through 18.

Por we are the temple of the living God; es God said, "I
will live 1n them end move among them, end I will be their

God, end they shall be my people. Therefore come out from them,

and be sepsarste frow thewm, seys the Lord, and touch nothing

unclean; then I will welcome you, and I will be father to you,
end you shall be my sons and dasughters, says the Lord Almighty."

Possibly even stronger support is derived from the Old Test-
sment by Peler es he quotes directly from the Prophet Joel in his
attempt to interpret the sstonishing events of the Church's first
day as recorded in Acts 2:17 end 18.

Cther 0Old Testament references sre brought to mind by these
words

For I will pour water on the thirsty lend, snd streams on
the dry ground; I will pour my Spirit upon your descendents,

221 Gorinthians 6117, 231 Corinthisns 6:19-20sa.
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end my blessing on your offspring (Isaish hh:3):

And I will give them one hesrt and put & new gpirit in
them, and I will take the stony heart out of th%%r flesh,
and give them s heert of flesh (Bzekiel 11:19):¢

And I will put my Spirit within you, and csuse you tg walk
in my stetutes, end bve careful to observe my ordinences. >

Jesus Himself wede reference o Isaiahgé on the last day of
the feast a8 Be procleimed...

"If eny one thirst, let him come t0 me and drink. He who
believes in me, as the scripture has said, 'Out of his heart
shall flow rivers of living weter,'" HNov thie he said ebout
the Spirit, which those who believed in him were to receive;
for s yet the Bpirlt hed not been glven, because Jesus was
not yet glorified (John 7:3Tb-39).

Résume of God's Purpose as Expressed in the New Testament

Poassibly the beat resume of the intimete communicebting purposes
of God toward men is found in that megnificent "pastorel™ messege of
Jdesus to his disciples in the “upper room"™ just before His arrest
and crueifixion.?] The whole portion will be referred to later; at
this point, more then sufficlent evidence is derived from the finsl
plea of Jesus' "high-priestly™ preyer.

"0 righteous Fether, the world hss not known tha&; bﬁ$ I

have known thee; and these know that thou hast sent we, I

mgde known to them thy nswe, and I will make it known, that

the love with which thou hagk loved me way be in them, and
I in them" (John 17:25-26).°

2hyote sleso II Corinthians 313. 25psekiel 36127,
2615010k k413, 55:1 and 58:11. 27 John 13-17.

zagnéérlining inserted.
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Thus it can be dewonsirated thet God hes had & megnificent
purpose throughout all His sssociation with men; and thet this siwm
could be described in the terms of the communication definition of

this research as a purposeful relationship for the sharing of Himself

with men; thereby cresting a common orgenism of reciprocal understend-

ing end participation.

But, according to the principle noted in the previous chapler,
it would seem that the presence of the "Creator” "near™ the “creature,”
let slone "in" him, would tend to be very "coercive."” How, then, did
God communicate Himself to Man so intimately withcat disintegrating
him; assimilsting men into Himself? How did God sctuslly make room

for Men's freedom, reciprocel understsnding end participstion,

III. THE OUTWORKING OF GOD'S PLAN AS DESCRIBED
IN THE OLD TESTAMENT

Having established the fsct of God's purpose in communiceting
Himself to man, it is now intended to investigate the "process.”™ An
attempt will bé made to dlscover how God overcame the "problems” of
communicetion; determine whether He related Himself in ways which
could be described by the current terminology of procedure; and
observe whether the itwentieth century enslysis gives eny clue as to
His eternal activity as well a8 men's contemporary relatlonship and
responsibility.

At this point the research could tske one of et least two turns:
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elther listing the problems and processes and then seeking "proof®
of their "eorroboration;” or following the historicsl development
with an ettempt to observe slong the way the relationship between
contemporary terminology and the Book.

This investigstor chose the second path becsuse it seenmed
to him more relevant to the "dynemic" concept with which the study

was desling.

New Testament Introduction to the Old Testament Process

Even for this part of the study, the New Tes%ament will be
the point of suthority. Through it has been confirmwed the fact of

Cod's purpose and some description presented. Therefore, the pro-

cess will also be reflected essentielly through its "eye." G%viausly,

in the confines of this paper only s beginning could be made.
Paul gesures us as he writes to the (Gelstians, thet there wes
a "process.”

And the seripture, foreseeing thet God would Justify the
Gentiles by faith, preached the gospel beforehand to Abrahem
saying, "In thee shall all the nstions be blessed” (Gal. 3:8

seefOr it is written, “Cursed be every one who hangs on a
tree”- thaet in Christ Jesus the blessing of Abrahem might
come upon the Gentiles, that we might receive the promise of
the Spirit through faith (Gal. 3:13b-14).

How before faith came, we vwere confined under the law, kept

under restraint undil faith should be revesled., 8o that the

lav was our custodisn until Christ ceme, thet we might be Just-

ified by felth., But now that feith hes come, we are no longer

under e custodisn; for in Christ Jesus you are all sons of God,
through faith., Por as meny of you ss vere baptized imto Christ

have put on Christ. ...And if you sre Christ's then you sre
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Avrshem's offspring, heirs according to promize (Gal. 3:33;29).29

But when the time had fully come, God sent forth his Son,
born of = women, born under the lav, %o redeem those who vere
under the law, so that we might receive sdoption ams sons.

And because you are sons, God hes sent the Spirit of §% Son

into our hearts, erying, "Abba! Fether!" (Gel. hih-6).

As ve have already discovered, (God appsrently had created men
for one purpose--to be Hiz "sons.” He intended to raise them to
this level by offering them & portion of his "essence,” & "share in
His holiness,"™?

But Paul, the spostle, proposes s logicel communicstion pro-
blem., After repeating God's ancient promise, "For 'everyoue who calls
upon the name of the Lord will be saved;'" he ponderS...

But how are men to ¢all upon him in whom they have not
believed: And how sre they to belleve in him of whom they
have not heard? And how esre they to heer withoul a prescher?
And how can men preach unless they are sent?,..50 faith comes
from what is heard.,.(Romens 10:13-15s, 17a).

The writer to the Hebrews also ewmphesizes that...

« s sWhoever would dravw near to God must believe he exists
and that he rewards those who seek him...without faith it is
impossible to please him (Heb, 11:56).

The "heroes” of Israel, indeed of the Bible, sve men who

32
b@lieve&.B But, as Paul asks, how did they arrive st this point of
confidence; how could they believe in Him of whom they have aot heard?

One should not be surprised at this dilewwas, It has been

chserved before in the discussion of the commumilcetion process. The

agﬁﬂdarliaimg inserted, Bﬁﬂaéer&ining inserted,

3lgee sbove, p. 41. 323abraws i1.
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pr@blém of vocabulary posaé the problem of int@grity, which naturally
leads to the importance of faith and the value of information~-"How

can they believe in him of whom they have not heazd?”

© Indeed, in this invegtigation it has been ascerteined that no
genuine communication can occur without some kind of "mutual”™ vocab-
- ulary. It was also perceived that this “wocabulary” must ultimately
be built upon fréaly believed information or facts, presented ov
confirmed by an interested communicator and somehow related to both

communicating paviiesg.

0ld Testament Process im the Patriarchs

The "Hebrews" writer coantinues to suggest that God attempted
to bridge the gap through speaking "In mauy and various ways;..ta
our f£athers by the prophets...” (Heb, 1:1).

Evidently in ovder to initiate the communication process, God
proposed to begin with simple facts of confirmed information, Some
of these early contacts are described in Numbere:

And the Lord came down in s pillar of cloud, and stood at
the door of the tent, and called Asvon and Miriam; zand they
both came forward, And he sald, "Hear my words: If there is
& prophet amomg you, I the Lord make wmyself lmown €o him in
a vision, I speak with him in g dream, Hot so with my servant
Mogses; he ig entrusted with 21l my house., With him I spesk
mouth to mouth, clearly and not in dark speech; and he beholds
the form of the Lord (Mumbers 12:5-8a).

No explanation is given as to how God "talked” with these
people any more than there ig as to how he communicated with Adam,

All that iz konown is that he could be "heard” "walking in the gar-
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ﬁ@n*“BB Indeed, there mey be e similarity betveen God's communication
with Adem and that with Nosh--it is seld of him thet he “welked with
God, u34 In fect, this mey be the greatest testimony mede of any of
the eerly men; "Enoch walked with God, "3

Another early peint of contect noted was the salter. Hosh
*buiit an alter."36 And he offered "sscrifices,” Abraham built
aitgra.S? He likewise received "word™ from God in a ”viai@n,”3g by

39

“signs, and “meaaengerg;auﬁ a8 well as other unidentified meens

gnd unusuel events,

i1 Jacob “dresmed™ snd God

The Lord "appeared” to Isaec.
“spake;”‘m he "wrestled" with a "man" whom he called "God; w3 and

also erected sltaras., Joseph was led by God in &reamﬂ‘k&

Résume of Berly Petrierchs

At this Juncture it seems iumportent to sttempt to inberpret
theée rvecorded "communicstions® from God in the light of the stated
definition.

It haes been determined that God uléimately wante to "share"

Himself with men-eto "communicate™ Himself to them in e very intimste

33Genesis 3:8. 3&Geneais 659, Bgﬂaaasis 5:22,24,
35@&n&sis 8:20. 3Tgenesis 12¢7,8; 13:h4; 18,
Bseaneais 15:1, BQQen@sis 15:17. ho&aa&sia 18.

by

hﬁGeu@sia 37:37; 5-11.

Genesis 26:2. aaﬁenaais 2811022, k3ﬁeneeia 32:24-30,
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fashion. But, if they are to rvemain uncoerced, regearch has detected
that this needs to be an independent choice. If they are to 'choose,”
they mast have “iﬂfaxm&tioa.“és If they are to have “informatiomn,”
it is presumed that it must come from God; for He is the only One who
is knowledgeable in this matter, But that seems to put God in the
“monopely propaganda™ paaiti@ﬂ.éﬁ

S0, in ovder to lead mam ¢o the intended "reciprocal under-

gtanding and participation,” God "established” a simple but "clearly

'é&fiaaé, mutually comprehended relationship" with Himself, which, "if

properly received,” could ultimately bring about the desired
raaalt.@? |

Man's basic “freedom,” therefore, was "protected” by God in
letting him “choose™ his god, But God also protected Himself and the
ultimate communication, by providing the pé@sibility of "referred”
or Yconfirmed information from whatever man's choice might be.

This was accomplished by placing man in 2 "perfect” physical
gsetting with ample provision for management and craative developmant
and then making only oune demand; which waz in the terme of his
environment {on the edge of hig nstural, conscious experiencesg)--
"But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat,
for..,you shall die" (Ben. 2:16-17),

BEvidently God was providing a relationship in which His good-

ness and provision would elicit sppreciation and recognition in

éﬁﬁe& above, p. 26. aﬁsee above, p. 23,

4?8@& above, pp. 24, 37,
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belief and cbediencs.

If man had "obeyed” the "law,” he would have thereby ackmowle
edged God as his God. Appavently only then, on the basis of this
"£aith, ¥ could God have begun to safely and freely describe Himself
to man, define man to Himself and "share” Himself and His great
p%?pﬁﬁaﬁ.ég But man did not "ebey.” He chose to be his own “god;"
thereby reflecting on the integrity of the Creator ss well as assume-
ing an impossible responsibility.

Hardly realizing what he had done, men was sesming to cosrce
God, This set, then, had the necessary effect of changing not only
the cuter environment or relationship of wen ("sent...forth from the
garden'); but also his loner envivomment (he was “afraid,” ashamed
aad defensively suspicious~-~-"The woman whom thou gavest to be with
ma, she gave me fruit of the tr@a,...“}&g

This change created a great deal of "poise” problem for the
continuing "transmission” of the messsge and necessitated s negative
vocsbulary in the interrelstionship also; because of the basic lack
of confidence,

But, a8 we have noted, God's "line" of communication had been
"dynamle, "V protecting unot only the integrity of man but alsc that of
the meszage; so that even the negstive result proved that God had

gspoken the "truth” and therefore confirmed the ilnformaiion that God

48uebrevs 1i:6; note p. 33 above. &géaﬁaﬁis 3:+23 and 8-13,
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must be God, In fact, the "death" which He hed foretold as a con-
sequence of disobedience, seems to be the major "point" of communica-
tion from Adem to Nosh. About all that is recorded is that men vere
born and died.5o Pogsibly redundancy?

But God continues to strive to "esteblish" in the mind of wmen
the truth thet He is God, the author(ity), by sttempting to motivate
confidence and choice. Noah wes calieﬂ upon to "believe” God in spite

1 pna

of much appsrent practical, physicsl evidence to the contrary.5
Noah "found fevor in the eyes of the Lord;" he "welked with God;" and
"31d all that God commended him'®> Evidently Nosh belleved God on
the besis of only 2 small amount of confirmed informetion and was

willing to "trust™ for the rest.

Later Patrisrchs

Abrshem too hed to be challenged st this point of the faith

relationship,

And he Abrsham believed the Lord; and he reckoned it to
him as righteousness (Genesis 15:6),

"By myself hesve I sworn, says the Lord, because you have
done this, and have not withheld your son, your only son, I
will indeed bless you, and I will wultiply your descendants
as the stars of heaven and as the sand which is on the sea-
shore., And your descendants shall possess the gate of their
enemies, snd by your descendants shall all the nations °§
the earth be blessed, because you have obeyed my voice."3

This man Abrsham is more remarkable than most realize. Much

50genesis 4618, 5lGenesis 6:9-22, 52Genesis 6:8,9,22,

53Genesis 22316-18; with alternate reading in verse 18,
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evidence points to the fact thet he ceme frow snd lived among people
who were under the influence of imnumersble dieties. OUne of the
vriters in Dummelow's Commentary tells of the discovery of a clay teb-
let from spproximately the time end place of Abrahsm. On each side
of the tablet were six columns, every one containing wore than 150
lia@é. On almost every line wes the name of & diety. These “gods™
had human form and 2ll the humen foibles. It is hardly eny wonder
that Abrghasm and his sssoclates fzced such confusion end immorality
smong the people of their aay.g&

It was in such en environment thet Abrshem "believed God," He
heard, believed end obeyed that "Father™ who has, sccording to the
Hew Testement, slways been seeking such to worship Him in "spirit
end in truth."?
mication

6
by giving greet promises, including a "son of promise,” xgaae.ﬁ

God, then, seems to sccelerate the progess of comn

Having a balieving men, evidently made possible ¢ renewed relation-
ship of positive communication. ‘

Hor is it mwerely & colngcidence thet God arbitrarily chooses the
younger of Abrshem's grandsons, Jacobj rether then his older brother,

Eseu to carry on the line of the “pramiaaﬁaﬁ?

b
?*3. R. Dumelow, ed., A Commentsry on the Holy Bible (New
York: The Macmillan Coumpany, 19655, pe xvii,
551&id., pe xviii; John k:2h, 56@@&35%3 2l:l-3
57

Genesis 25:19-26,
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Résumé of Later Patriarchs

But even for these “ancient” ones the initiasl communicating

test was in the "framework" of a clearly defined relationship; which
drew on elements from theiv anviranmant and promised blegsing only for
belief or reception evidenced by participation or @baéi&nae,ﬁa
Through these csvenantw"aaé§s“ and the obedient response of
these men, God was able to begin to build a proper "definition” of
Himself and of man's privilege of relationship to Him, It could be

understood by any who would "hear" and "believe:" that God is God

and that He always does as He says (Adam); that those who believed

in Him were “saved" and "blessed" (Noah); furthermore, that God

was "promiging" something for "all the nations of the ecarth" (Abra-

ham) ; and this blessing was going to come through the descendents of

the man Abrgham, in the way Cod w@ugg chogse {Jacob).

So, it can be apsagvad, that God was not only working to estab-
lish a relationship with just one individual or even one family;
He was evidently beginming to create the vocabulary through which He
could communicate to the whole world,

Though Abraham was called "the friend of 8@&,“59 he as one indi~
vidual was not "complete” emough to be the “resevoir” of 2ll the

necessary information for God's final "promise,™ or "word."

58genesis 9:1-17; 22:15-18.
593ames 2:23; II Chrenicles 20:7; and Isaiah 41:8,
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Progess Through Lew

In the leaw, it would be a group, not just one individual who
had to "believe." For bearing the burden of such & responsibility,
Isreel wag to have blessings never to be afforded sny obher netion,
But if they did not properly regard the goodness of God, they would
st1ll be used by Him, even es Adam, to "prove” that His statewments
were true becsuse they were confirmed by fact,

God's purpose wes that they become a unit, sn orgenisnm of

w60 "a people

communication: a "kingdom of priests;® "a holy nation;
holy to the Lord;" "ehosen for his own §stesﬁiaa;"6l "the people of
God" with whom he wes willing to awall.ég

The ssme relationship through covenantepromise which had been
established with Adem, Nozh and Abrahem, was therefore enlarged to
include a nstion., The Law became the "code,™ & "custodien,™ ss Paul
descrives 1603--a guerdien end s guide. A gusrdien, in the semse of
a standard to continue to protect the integrity of the Feme and suthe
ority of God and His message as He identified Himself intimately with
men; a guide in the sense of becoming & fremework within which God

could also continue to communicate with them His reletlonship to them,

6QExe&us 1936, 6lﬁeuﬁerﬁnamy 1h:1.2, égaeviticua 26:12,

63Th@ word is "schoolmaster"” in the Authoriged Version., Burton
Scott Easton in an article, "Schoolmsster” in the International Stan~
dard Bible Eneyclopedis (Grend Repids, Mich: Wm. B, Berdmens Publishe
ing Co., 1939), 1V, 2702; believes it should be "tutor.” His descrip-~
tion of the paidsgbgos, led to the words gusrdiegn and gulde, This
comes from Galetisns 3:24.25 and Exzodus 20:20.




their relationship to Him and His ultimate purpose for them and the
world,

Now God was goling to set these bagic ideas into a code by
which they would be established im the 1life and continuing history of
a nation, From the New Testament vantage polnt it cen be seen that
God began to let one people "dromatize,” in thelr history, vwho He
was znd wvhat He wented fo do in and through all men,

Jesus "summed up” the whole law snd the prophets by quoting
significant verses from them for a group of Pharisees and their
spwk@sman,éa

And he said to him, "You shall love the Lord vour God

with 211 your heart, asnd with all your goul, and with all

your mind, This iz the grest and £irst commandment. 5 And

a sacggd is ;ika it,kYou shall lgva your nsighbor as your-

gulf, On these two compandments depsnd all the law aud

the prophets.

And so it was, there were at the center of the law, ten words--
a Decalogue, The first four defined man's relationship to CGod, as
the only G0d.®7 The next six defined man's relationship to man,
under this one ssd.éa All the remainder of the code was a "spelling
out” of this basic voecabulary.

269

God took great paing to explain Himself as “one; as a spirit-

6ot ehew 2213440, &5ﬁa&thew 22137 £rom Deuteronomy €:5.
66yatthew 22:39 from Leviticus 19:18. ©7Exodus 20:1-11.

ﬁgﬁx&dus 20:12-17. 6%peuteronomy 6:4.
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val being--idolatry end crude snthropomorphlisus were sbaolutely con-
dewned, They were to know that He is "holy,” "righteous” end “ust,"T
It was also importent for them to understend that He is "longsuffere
ing,” "mereiful,” and “fargivin@.”71 43 Be led them out of Bgypt He
wrote into the very fibre of the nstion the fact that He was the
r&ﬁe&mer«ﬁelivar@r‘7a

Possibly the most significent ides communicated was thet since
He is holy, He requires them to be holy, As Dummelow puts it, God
established sn "indissoluble bond between religion and marslity.TB
For wes this holiness wmerely static., They were called upon to be
Just, righteous and kind in their relstionship to other wen. A very
complete woral "code" wes proncunced, desling with slaves, fighting,
animels, property, strengers, money lending, etc. Holiness was ulte
imetely deseribed not only in men's relationship to God, bubt more
specifically in his responsibility to himself and other men.

Leviticus records God's willingness to asssociate with them and
describes the proper “way of spprosch” to Him. The multitude of pro-
hibitions and condemnstions apparently intend to reveel to thenm their
present negative relationship to God snd their resultant need of a
reconciler., Though they declare themselves ready to obey God in this

code; they do not, and so very socon feel the need of sseistance as

TOpyoaus 315; Leviticus 2037 (‘Exodus 15:13; 20163 34:6-7.
72%3{0‘&”5 616, 73%@%1@, 9_20 %" Pe xvii.
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did their anmasgaraa?é
 Newer ideas such as that of a prophet, a spokesman for God;
and mediator, a spokesmon for man are also carefully "written” into
the 1ife and work of thelr leader, M@aaﬁ.?ﬁ Moges likewlse becomes
the referent for, embodies such concepts agy redeemer-leader, judge,
commander-in~chief, ordasiner of priests and definer of kings,’6
The tabernacle, the dressg end ritual of the priests-«esach
pregent the vocabulary of “spiritual® asgmuni@n. Orderlinesgs and
cleanliness in relationship are spelled out in their sanitation and
socisl 1&%5.7? God ig always shown as wanting and thevefore being
the "first" and the "best,"’®
But, on the other hand, God so completely identifies Himself
with them and their concepts that He "clothes” Himself with a "cloud”
on the mountain of Law, and in thelr travel; He menifests His pres-
ence in the "ark" box; He "roars" in the thunder of Binal and “£ills"
their tabernacle with His "presence."’?
God promises them that if they will "walk in" these “statutes”
He will bless them and their land, end protect them f£rom their enem~

ies "forever,” but if they will not listen to Him, He must desolate

Toumbers 21,

75gxodus 32:11-14; Numbers 16:48; Deuteromomy 5:5; 10:7-29,
?6Eewtar¢nsmy 17:14 F£.; Leviticus B:10 ££.; Excdus 18:13; 17:15,
7?ﬁestiy Leviticus, "8pyodus 34:18-25 and others.

?ggxaéus 40: 34~35; Wumbers 8:89; Exodus 25:22; 19:6; 13:21.
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them and t&rm them over to their @nﬁmﬁasagﬁ

Résumé of Process Through Law

Thus it has been observed that in the ides of the Law, there
is a continued call to faith and fellowship; founded now on a conside
erable body of manifestly confirmed infexgatiam and rapidly growing
vocabulary., In spite of the neglect and inadequacy of Israel to
properly comprehend or follow the Law, it had nevertheless become
their framework of relatiomship to God on the basis of the faithful-
ness of the few., And from this there was even a growing sense of
appreciation and parziciyaaian aMONE some.

Whatever the case, it was now certainly a source of a great
variebty of material to be uged in trangmission--entropy was reduced
to a minimum; redundancy was possible without monmotony; there were
growing mumbere of specific referents for certain basic ideas. But
total response and participation were needed to cousuvmmate, to

communicate this "truth.”

Process in the Prophets

God's exceeding patience and longsuffering are clearly con-
firmed in the next f£ifteen hundred years of history., During the per-
iod of cccupation of the land under Joshua, they specifically dis-
obeyed by not destrowying all the idols and by kseping some of the
spoil of battle for themselves, in addition to other things. This

led them into a period when they were described by the phrase, "every

@ghevi&icus 26: 145,



wen did thet which wes right in his own eyea*”al

Were it not for God's mercy in "eoming mpan“ga gcertein men
and women to "reise them up” es deliverers, the history of these
people would surely have closed at that time,

Out of their exseperstion end recogunition of the need for
consistent leedership end mubtusl protection, they clemoured for a
king. God sent them kings; finelly delivered them end when the king
believed end obeyed, repidly expesnded their weelth snd power beyond
thelir expectation.

In their nev hour of temptation, God sent thewm prophets who
reninded thew of the requirements of the Lew, God's orgen of coummue
nication, Bub es they nore end wore neglected the Lev snd submitied
to the expediencies of the day, the "men of God anncunced God's
"necessary” Judgment, doom end desolestion,

Propbets like Amos end Hoses not only ressserted the woral
claims of Jehoveh in reference to Isrsel; but ss Isresel waes disci-
plined by other netions, they begen to introduce the idea of the
provision of God for all wen, These men continuelly strove to show
the people the divine weening of their histafy.83, Thzy celled them
to repant) Lo rewmember the consistent confirmed facts which God hed

given; they reed "righteous judgment™ in the movement of the surround-

82

Sléﬁdgﬁs 17163 21:25, Judges end I Banmuel,

B3amos 917; Isaish 2:2-3; 19:18-25.
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ing nzbtions,
S0, when the nation ren hesd-long toward desolstlon sand

exile, God was still eble to trememit the "deeper” significance of

the Lew, As Micsh denounced the wrongs of the people end predicted

the downfall of Jerusslem, he slso "looked" for ancther "king” like

Eﬁ#&é who would restore their lost gl@ry.ﬁS

Isaish declared thet only & "remnent"” could escape the pun~
{ghment which wes sbout to fell upon the people, bul he too belleved
in 8 "better" kingdom ruled by Immanuel, the Prince, the "shoot out

of the stock of Jéﬁaa»”ﬁs

Résumé of the Process in the Prophets

"Faith"” wes still the bssic issue."! They did not believe God.
Bubt for their good and the ultimete communication of His purpose, God

had to demand their adherence to His c@mmaaés.ﬁg

Each "jot and tittle® was important in His self‘weamnieatitm.gg
Tt wae the whole snd "perfected" Lav thet fully commnicated God and
His messege. If He had let ons thing slip, there would have been

a perversion of their understending of His "nature”™ end His desired

ralatiaaship'ﬁe men~«"He could not deny Eimaelf.gﬁ

gh&ér&&iah 12-15; BEzekiel 16 snd 205 Jeremiah U4k,

35%&&3& 3112; 532 £7, SéJéremiah T:3; 13-16; 9:67; 1l:1-10,
873@mans 31l-b; Hebrews 4:l-2, @8Ramans 314 Psalm 5Lk,
Ymatthew 5:16. IONumbers 20:10-12; II Timothy 2:13.




One can also perceive the process of redundsncy as all the
basic concepts of the Lav were reitterated over and over by the pro-
phets, kings and events in the life of the nation; whether the people
believed or nobt: GCod's unity and authority; Eis patlence and mercy;
His justice and holiness; His provision snd protection; their need of
Him and thelr basic rebellion asgainst Him; His willingness to forgive,
recelive, restore and even inhabit thewm,

Indeed, it was in this setbing of their netional disintegretion
and despalr, that God had finally been sble %o begln to more ade-

quately purify end spirituslize the weaning of thelr national life,

Résume of the Process in the Old Testament

So one sees that all the necessary vocsbulary for communica-
tion was by this time "woven” into the "fibre™ of their natiaaai
life,

A1l the elements snd problems of the communication science
vhich resesrch has described, are illustrated in the recorded
association of Cod with men as focused in the Old Testsment,

God's ultimete goal, 1% hes been escertsined, wes to inhsblt
men for the purpose of meking them individuel end collective pertici.

pents in His activity.

In order to sccomplish this without coercion it was necesséry

to gsteblish 8 cleerly defined, mutuslly cowprehensible relationship

with men, This He initietes through s cleerly stated "word" of pro-
hibition. If this one "word™ had been sgeepted, believed, then the
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integrity of God as guthor{ity) and of man as receiver would have
been confirmed, established and God could have used this environment
of wutusl confidence (adequate comprehension) to continue to enlarge
the communicating vocabulary. |

Bug, the Man, did not balieve or would not sccept the “wopd”
of God and so impugned the integrity of Cod and thereby disintegrated
himself, Were it not for an evidently very significant motive of
interest and purpose on the part of God-~this act by man would pro-
bably have been the end of the "human® “exnperiment.”

But God had established a "dynamic" relatiomship so thet even
men's initial and continued unbelief are used as a persevering
enviromnaent of relationship, though negative.

From this polnt fod was observed as both attempting to eztab-
lish an integrated £aith relationship with man, and build an adequate
vocabulary for His proposed self communication,

It was shown that the contemporary comcepts of gncoding, trens~

wission, redundancy, entropy could be used in describing the divine
process of eptablishing vocabulary, maintaining inteprity, eliciting

faith, confirming information end stlmulating action or motion toward
reception.
It was also demonstrated that vhen there was proper reception

of God's authority; there was crested a living organism through which

He could freely, intengely eund iucreasingly share Himself toward

ultimate reciprocal understanding, participstion and union.
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1V, THE OUTWORKING OF GOD'S PLAN IN THE NEW TESTAMENT

Thus far in the investigation of the Scripture, it has been
discovered that the age-long purpose of God has been to dwell in men
by His Spirit. It likewilse has been observed that God has carefully
compunicated into the 1ife of one nation the whole vocsbulary neces-
sary to convey to sll men this divine goal., But it alsc has been
demonstrated that an ides to have real meaning, to be fully com-
prehended, must be shown €o have a referent; it must be confirvmed or
fulfilled, Thus one looks again to the New Testament to see the Law

consummatad,

Jegus, The Fulfillment of the Law
« oo Jesus, who though he was in the form of God, did not
count equality with God a thing to be grasped, but emptied
himself, taking the form of a servant, being born im the like-

naess of men (Philippisng 2:6-7).

This wag the event toward which all previous history evidently
had moved. OGod, Himgelf, in the Son, “stepped down" into His creatiom,
"became flesh and dwelt among u%...”i

It was "when the time had fully come" that "God sent forth His
gon, born of & woman, born under the law..."? And the purposge?

e eoto redeem those who were under the Law, so that we might receive

adoption as sons, ">

lJ@kn 1:14. zﬂaiatiaﬁs G1b,

JGalatians 4:5.
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How was He to be recognized? If they truly understood the
"Seriptures” they would know Him "because,” Jesus declered, "..,it is
they that beer wiitness to me.“&

In the ssme discourse He challenged them with...

M e If you believed Moses, you would believe me, for he

wrote of me. Bub if you do not belleve his writings, how will

you believe wy words?" (John 5:46-47),

At the synagogue in His "home town" of Wagzareth, Jesus startled
Bis nelghbors by resding from the prophet Isalah certsin statements
which were traditionally interpreted to refer to the Messish; and then
He snnounced, "“Today this seripture has been fulfilled in your hesr-
ing.“5

These people of Hiz “own counitry” were not impressed., But
wany others were "emazed.” Por with "authority snd pover”™ He "come
wmended, " "spoke" and “baught." He even became femous in the regien.é

8¢, if they did not believe Eim by Hie words, they should have
been alerted by Hils sctions. He gave them ﬁ@p&&(@pyartﬁnity.

God hed established certein "sigus” or "symbole™ by which His
"Son™ could be recognized, only a very few of which cen be included
in this brief anslysis.

Once, when John the Baptist sent somwe of his disciples to ask

“Are you he who is to come, or shall we look for enother?”

i*’«Za’«ahn 5:39. 7 Luke k3116-30.

6Luke h336-37; Matthew T7:28-29,




72

Jegug answered them, 8o and tell John what you hear and
see; the blind receive theilr sgight gnd the lame walk, lepers
are cleansed and the deaf hesr, end the dead are vsised up, and
the poor have good news preached to them, And blessed ig he
who takes no offense at me,'’

These were povtions of Isaizh which prophesied of "Him whe
was to come,”

In £act, Jesus evidently became almost exasperated by His
people’s blinduess.

It was the feast of the Dedication at Jerusslem; it wes
winter, and Jesus was walking in the temple, in the portico of
Solomon, 8o the Jews gathered round him and said to him, "How
long will you keep us in suspense? If you ave the Christ, tell
us plainly.” Jesus answered them, "I told you, and you do not
believe. The works that I do in my Father's nawme, they bear
witness to me, but you do not believe, because you do not
belong to my sheep, My sheep hear my voice, and I know them,
and they follow me; and I give them eternal 1ife, and they
shall never perish, and no one shall gnatch them out of my
hand, My Father, who has given them to me, is greater than
all, and no one is able to snatch them out of the Father's
hand., I and the Father are one.”

The Jews took up stones again to stone him, Jesus ansvered
them, "I have shown you many good works from the Father; for
which of these do you stome me? The Jews answered him, "We
stone you for no good work but for blagphemy; because you,
being a man, make yourself God." Jesus answered them, "Is it
not written in your law, '%I sald, you ave gods'? If he called
them gods to whom the word of God came (and scripture cannot
be broken), do you ssy of bim whom the Father consecrated and
sent into the world, 'You are blagpheming,' because I said,

'T am the Som of God®? If I am not doing the works of my
Father, then do not belicve me; but if I do them, even though
you do not believe me, beligve my works, that you may kunow
and understand that the Father is in me and I in the Father,"

"Matthew 11:2+6, Quoked from Isaiah 35:5-6; 61:1.
83ohn 10:22-39, Underliming inserted,
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Thet crowd of Pherisees tried to "srrest" Him but He “escaped
from their hands,”

A few believed Him but most (even His disciples) finally for-
scok Him., As Isaieh had sensed He wes "a men of sorrows and scquainted
with grief... n9

But 1t waes mwostly the religziocus and political leaders of Judae-
isw who recognized in Jesus a threat to their securilty and leedership
gnd turned the people againet ﬁim.le Az Be broke their traditions
and astonlshed the people with His tesching, they accused Him of
plotting to destroy their lLaw,

Jesus replied,

"Think not thet I have come to abolish the law and the
prophets; I have come not to sbolish them but to fulfill them,

For truly, I say to you, till heaven and earth psss away, not

an ioba, not & dobt, will passs from the lsw until all is sccom-

plishea (Mett., 5:17-18)."

Actually, Jesus' teaching had the effect of continuing to
purify and deepen the work snd purpose of the Lavw.

"You have hesrd that 1t was sald to the men of old, 'You
shall not kill; and whosver kills shall be lisble to jJudgment,®

But I say to you thet every one who 13 esngry with his brother

shall be liable to Judgment; whosver insults his brother shsll

be liable to the council, and whoever says, 'You fooll'! shall

be liable to the hell of fire" (Matt. 5:21.22),

The real problem wes their misunderstanding of their own
seriptures, They comprehended them to be an end in thewselves,

when God had wesnt them to be merely the basic tools of further

9tsaish 5313, st thew 27120,
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conmunicetion.® They hed becowe convinced that the Law was the wey
to selvation end righteousness. They were exceedingly "grateful”
for the fact that though they were only e small, subjugsted and seem-
ingly insignificant nstion) yet they were the only ones who worshippsd
the one true end living God; they were the only nation that abhorred
idols, had the orscles of God Himwself and were "free" from the "sin-
fulness, " the licentiousness of the nations around them, They would
not even sssociste with such "rubbish."

They alone were “righteous” end could pray
'God, I thenk thee thet I em not like other men, extor-
tioners, unjust, adulterers, or even like this tax collector.
I fast twice e week, I give tithes of all that I get' (Luke
But; for their good, the pgood of the nstion snd the good of
ultimate purposes of God in thelr lives snd the lives of all wen,
Jesus rebuked them severely.
"ioe to you, scribes snd Pharisees, hypocrites! for
you tithe mint and dill and cummin, snd have neglected the
weightier matters of the law, justice, wercy end faith; these
you ought to have done, without negleeting the others, Yegl
blind guides, straining out & gnat and swallowing s camel!
He glsgo warned the people thet unless their “righteousness”
exceeded "that of the scribes end Pharisees,” they would “never

enter the kingdom of h@avwa.”lz

ll%atthgw 23:23-2h, Note also Leviticus 27:30 snd Micah 6:8.

Y atthew 5:20.

#John 5:39; Matthew 22:29.
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This apperent conflict bebween Christ and the Lew continued
snd became a wajor source of problem in the early chureh. All because
those to whom it was given hed wissed the purpose of the Law,

As we hesve noted, the Jewish leeders had become so captivated
by the prospect of future "pover® end “glory™ and in keeping the
minute laws and traditions in order to bring this to psss; they had
become "blind" to wmany things.l3

Actuslly, Paul declared, the Lew had not been intended es en
instrument of "righteousness” at sll; but rether ss & revealer of
sin. % The "Lew ceme in to incresse the trespass...“ls

The Law wes their "schoolmsster” ™o bring” them "™to Christ,”
thet they “might be justified by faith.”lé It hsd uncovered their
ginful, "covetous” hearts in the blazing light of God's holy, Jjust
and righteous lava.17 It left them cenﬁemnsd.lg The yesrly sine
offerings, feasts, sscrifices, rituals were obviously helpless agsinst

such “wiake&nesa."lg

20

God alone could forgive ein“” and even then someone must besr

13Romens 25172k, lhﬁomans 31208 T:7.
lgﬁemaas 53120, 16@$lstiaas 3:24,

1730mans T3T=9; 1:20; Job 25:h; Leviticus 1l:hh,
lﬁﬁamana 319,19
lgﬁabr@ws 9:1-10; 10:1; Colossians 1:21,

goﬁﬁmana 5:21.
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the consequences of the Lew for God dere not seem to deny Kimaelf.gl
Christ cewe, then, to fulfill the Law, to gonsumete all its
predictions, types and pattarns;zg‘ta assume all its burﬁ@n,33 to

bear sll its genaltiea;?h to ecarry into effect 21l its cuatoms,gs
26

clarify its purpose end menifest its God,
He wes The Prophet, 2! The Priest,2° The King®> of Whom all
other prophets, priests, snd kings hed only been communiceting
"signs,"° He wes the true Redeemer-Deliverer,3l the Medistor,32 the
Recaaciler,SB the Revelator3& of whom 21l forwer had been merely div-
ine “symbols., n35

The Lew, it hes been shown, had been provided only to estab-

mﬂumbem 23:19; Romans 3:3; Galatians 3:13; II Timothy 2:13;
Isniah 5335«11.

825&brews.

ggﬁcﬁs 3#17*26; Geletisns 3:13; Hebrews 9:1-15.
ghﬁsmans 3125; b:25; Iseish 5315-6; 5:6.

23t uke 2:27,h2; k316,

261 John %:9

27&5%5 3:17-26; T:37; Deuteronowmy 18:15,18.
Qaﬂebrews-7321~25. Egﬂbbr@wa 1:3; 2:9.
3gﬂbbrewa 8:5; 9:9; 10:1. 3lEphaaiana 137,

321 Timothy 2:5; Hebrews 8:6. 33Colossians 1:17-23.

342 Jotn 419, 35¢olossiens 2:17.
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lish the necessery defined relationship with wen to leed Him on to

6
“beﬁter“B things. Jesus therefore was the end of the Lewo! and the

38 w39 the new point of relation-

ko

beginning of faith,”  the new "covenant,
ship in the continuing streeam of God's self disclosure.

But as has been sbtated, the Law, %o have sny temporal meaning,
must have épref@r@aﬁ, 8 fulfiller. Until the consummation of the Law,
one wust technically obey sll of it to show one's belief in it end
verify its communicsbing informetion. Therefore all it could do for
humens wes to expose them and point beyond.

But when Christ ceme, He completed it, fulfilled it in Him-
self; He took its place. Ho longer were wen to place their confi-

dence in the Law by obedience, bul now they vere to believe in Christ

in ovder that the "Just requirement of the lsw” could, by His Spirit,

"be fulfilled” in them!':

Jesus, The Pioueer snd Perfecter of Felth

Jesus Christ not only fulfilled the Lew, but wss also the

"pioneer and perfeeter“hg of faith, the “"captain of our selvaﬁian.“&B

36Hahraws 7:19,22; 8:6; 9:23. 3TRomans 103k,

38Rsmaas 10:1-13; Gsletians 3:2h; Acts 13:38-39.

Lo

398ebrews 8:1-13. Johm 1:l; 1k; 18.
ho

b1

Romans 8:1-17; 1:17. Hebrews 12:2,

ggﬁébr@ﬂs 2:10,
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His life became the New Testament, the nev covensnt, code
voecabulary of communication, In His life He deseribed snd esteb-
lished the stendard, the pattern of His followers' ministrys giving,
seeking snd gerving in the environment of mubual lav@.&h It was to
be & nev way. Ho longer "slaves,” but friends, soms, heirs, through
the Spirit.*> All things weve theirs,'6

Even His disciples could not understand., At His death they
were thrown intc consternation-ethey hed not comprehended the spirit-
ual vw&abulagf‘h7

And they 4id nob really understend until the Spirit ceme "in.%

How besutifully Christ communiceted this truth, comforting
them and prepering them for further Fulfillment of the ”§rﬁmi5e.”ﬁ8

"Believe in God, belleve slso in ma,“hg He hed sssured the
consternated disciples. Faith was still the great issue. They hed
to begin to trust Him.

50 Jegus had con-

"I sm the way, snd the truth snd the life,”

tinued. And to their uncomprehending esrs He declared, "...He who

Myt thew 20125-28; 18:10-14; Iuke 22:24-27; I John.
k5kamgns 8:14-17; John 15:15.

“52 Corinthiens 3:21-23.

¥TMerk 14:46-52; Luke 24:13-25.

&BJéhn 13-17; See sbove p. 40,

&9§6hn k1, 50John 1h16,
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hes seen me has Seen the Father..." -
“Believe me thet I sm in the Father and the Father in mej or
else believe me for the sske of the works theuwselves,” Ees asserted, o

Then He began to lead them toward the grest "promise of the

Father, b

Truly, truly, I say %0 you, he vho believes in we will
also do the works that I do, and grester works than these
will he 4o becsuse I go to the Father, Whalever you esk in
my neme I will do i%t, that the Father may be glorified in
the Bonj if yvou ssk enything in wmy newe, I will do it.

If you love me you will keep my commandments, And I
will pray the Father, and he will give you another Counsellor,
to be with you for ever, even the Spirit of truth, whom the
world cannot receilve, becsuse 1t nelther sees him nor kuows
himj you know him, for he dwells with you and shell be in
you (Jn, 14112-17), 5

I will not leave you desolate; I will come to mﬁ

After this Jesus spoke of His departure; thelr coming spirit-
ual insight to "see" Himj their "life" because He lives; the indwel-
ling of the Son in the Pather; their indwelling in Him end He in
them; and the menifestation of the Son to those who love Him,5*

Bub, the disciples ssked how would He menifest Hiumself to
them and not the rest of the world?

This feedback gives Jesus sn opportunity for sowe more valu-

able redundency.
If s man loves me, he will keep wy word, snd my Father

Sgonn 1h19. 52 Jonn 14111,

533@ﬁn 143:18; underlining inserted,

5% ohn 14119-21.
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will lavaséim, snd we will come to him to mske cur sbode
with him.

They are introduced agein to ™the promigse,” It is "the
Counselor, the Holy Spirit” who will wske all this possible. He
will "teseh” them., His "peace™ is the perting glft. They need
not be "troubled.” Yes, He is golng "sway" from them, but "bo the
Father.” These goncepts He plants so thet when they take plasce
there would slresdy be a peucleus vocsbulary for definition snd
@xplanatian;sé even as the Father-God hed selected, refined, defined
and implented the proper vocsbulery in order that the Son might be
comprehanded,

Jesus had gpoken to them sbout greater works then He.?| HNow
He begen to delineate whet this meent. In fact, He had opened the
evenings' sctivities by becoming their servent and weshing their
f%at.sa So, also He reminds them thet they must sbide in Hiwm es the
"srue®™ vine and submit to the "vinedresser's" pruning in order that
they may besr "much fruit®™ for the Father's glory. The "full® joy
of Christ was to be the reward for such participation "in" Him end
the Father,”®

Their new found "Joy," position and power must be tempered by

the "love" which Jesus describes ss the central commendment of His

55John 14:23-24. 56John 1k325-31.
57 John 1h:12. 5830hn 13:3-17; Luke 22:27.

59 John 1531-11; Hebrews 12:2.
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way. And this "love” is defined in Him-by Eis love for them in
glving His lifa; They ere now His friend, and He will give His life
fsr Hie frieaﬁa in order that thase whom He has ¢h@aezx may "go out”

nci bear “fruit.“ée He lmﬁa the vay-=He is the pioneer and per-
fecter.

At this point i‘:héy are werned not to be shocked if they sre
hated by the werl&. The world does not love those who sre not of
the world., They will be no different than their "master.” Since
He was hated; they will be hated, Bizt 'ﬁhis must not stop their wit-
ness., The coming Counselor who "proceeds from the Father”™ will
gt1ll witness to the world snd so wust they.él

Jesus said all this to keep them from being diaceumged and
“felling eway,” to strengthen them end give them sdequate vocsbulary
or informstion by which to perceive end use thelr coming experlences,
It is so much easier to bear end understend the things which are
@mct&&.é‘?

And so Jesus continues to gently mtrcsame‘them to the Holy

Spirit who will come to gbide in them as Counselor and Guide;

end who will convince the world of its sin, of His righteousness and
of the coming judgmwent. Even ag Jesus was comforting thew st thset
time, so would He in the future by His Sgiri%..@ First “Jesus”

60 61

John 15:12-17,.
&Jehn 16:1,k, 6330ha 16.

John 15:18-27.




g2
and then the "Holy Spirit" would take the place of the "schoolmaster”
of the Law,

The climax of this “hour" was Jesus' prayer for &hem¢’ This
terrified, geafuseé group of men were abbut to be thrust out on
their own. Qéd wag about to place du them the awful responsibllity
of cammﬂnicasigg to the whole world the promige which He had made in
Himsalf before the world begam; the fruit éf c&mtu?i@a of hoping,
living and dying was about to be fulfilled. ﬂé seemed to be begin-
ning then for their béaafit His mediatorial minis%ry.§4 |

?héy were about to discover that even as the lav was only a
means to an>end, so was Christ's earthly ministry.

He was "with™ them but would be "in" them--this was their
only h&p$‘€$ &g God had clothed Himself in Israsl and more perfectly
in Christ; now He would be "formed" in them,®®

They were to be the witnass@s,ﬁ? the 113&@3,53 the ministers,%?

The world must see their good works and glorvify their Father in

heaven.?g
They were to become as one under the Law that they might win

those under the Law; & ome outside the Law to those outside the Law

6% john 17; I Timothy 215, O John 17:26.
éé@alatians 4119, 67pces 1:8.
®8pni1ippians 2:15. 69Matthew 20126,

?gﬁatthaw 5:16; John 15:8.
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that they might win those outside the Law; to the wesk as wesk,
They were to be all things to all men that by all means they might
save some,’t

With the “promise of the Father" ? dwellimg withim, they, as

gong of God, would be able to take up their crogs, like the Master;

and through participation in His suffering carry on His ministry;

sharing with the world the gpiritusl message and life which before

had been hidden in God--they would be a Jiving organism, the new

temple of God, the contemporary "body of Christ,”

V. RESUME OF THE PROCESS IN THE BIBLE

Thus this investigation has gone the £ull civcle, starting with
the "promise of the Father" it attempted to discover whether God's
activity in association with man could be describad in the terminol-
ogy of the contemporary sclence of communication., It was discovered
that this could clearly be dome. Hext it was demonstrated that in
the events and teaching of both the 01d and New Testament, one not
only has the record of God's self-revelation, but also the divine and
logical pattern of this communication; which when finally concluded,
was seen to result in the actual fulfillment of the "promise™ of God

ag He shared Himself in, with and through men by the SBpirit.

?12 Corinthisns 9:19-23, 7250¢ above, p. 40,
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CHAPIER IV
THE SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
I, SiMRMARY

The aim of this investigation haes been to discover something
of the concept of Biblical Communication in order to rvelate it to
the understanding of our contemporary responsibility of Christian
education,

After careful study in the semantics of the word and its
contemporary use, 'communlcation” was defined as: the purposeful
establishment of a clearly defined, mutually comprehended relation~
ship in orvder to ghare one's self freely with someone else; which
if properly veceived, results in a common organism of reciprocal
undarstanding and parvticipation.

Some of the curvently defined procedurzs of the communication
concept were then delinested, such as: encoeding, wolse, transmission;
redundancy, entropy, and reception., These were observed to be pre-
requigites to the estsblisghing of any basic communication relation-
ship. It was determined that they were quite disgtinguishable in
the procegs of God's agsociation with man,

It was also demonstrated that there are certain problems or
principles which emerge out of the commwnication concept, These were
expressed ag: vocabulary, Iintegrity, faith, information, referent,

and motive. These were likewige menifested to be disceruable in the
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Divine Communication.

It was then shown that, im the light of the definition, God
had a purpose; and this goal was defined as 2 desire to share Him-
self with man by luwparting His Spirit to them.

Next it was revealed that God consistently sought to establish
with man a alaariy &afiaé&, mutually comprehended ralatianahié: as
in the cases of Adam, Noah, Abraham, the Children of Isrveel and finelly
Christ. |

God was also clearly seen a5 permitting uncoerced decision
in all the initial response ﬁo His authovity.

Proper reception or faith was likewise vevealed to be the key
by which God created with man an intimate relationship which might
be degeribed as a common organism of reciprocal understanding and
participation: as in the Low, the Church and the Spirit-filled,

fulfilled, perfected individual.
II. CONCLUSIONS

1. That the concept and process of commnication is exceedingly
complex,

2. That since God is the creator a#ﬂ initial communicator, He,
therefore ie the initiator of the capacity, mecessity and process
of communication.

3. That this fact makes His procedure in communication of
exceeding impartance to those who are attempting to shsve information

about Him,
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&, That He has in one of His communicastion instruments, the
Bible, presented the basic principles of communication.
5, That these principles might be describad as, essentlally:

Motivation ~ the prerequisite purpose or desire necessary
to the initiation of any sharing.

Referent - the r&éuiwaweat of a glear definition to
insure comprehended shaving,

Information - the neceseity of mutual comprehension as
the basis of mutual confidence.

Faigh ~ the requisite belief in self ovd others necessary
before there iz willingness to share; the foundation of inte-

graklon,

Integrity - the indispensability of matual freedom in the
process of sharing.

Vocabulary - the consequent grganism created by the proper
reception of communication which results inm reciprocal undex-

standing and participation.

6. That because these principles emerge from the agsoclation of
God with man, thay are at the cove of all communication and educationm,
including Christian education.

7. That the Church, therefore, has vast responsibility in
creating the proper enviromment and using adequate vocabulary for
sharing God.

8, That the Scriptures give us not only principles but also
illustrate the process of communication - The careful encoding of
the intended message; the sgengitive listeming to feedback for adequate
evaluation of code and trensmission; the proper consideration of

the environment of the recelver and the sdequacy of the transmitter
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to ¢arvy the intended message; the thoughtful consideration of the
kind, level, quality and adequacy of the receiver for the intended
zransmisﬁimﬂg the patient radundant vephrasing, resaying, reliving--
all in ovder to insure mutual comprehension and proper rveceptiom.

9, That ultimately the only true measure of adequate communi-
cation ig the evidence of common axg&ui%m iﬁJwiiiimg, fraa,réeiprocal
understanding and participation.

10. That ultimate "truth® is personal, dynmamiec, living; for
God shares Himself, not mere knowledge of Himself or things related
to Himself.

11, That the larger and move diverse the organism, if properly
related to itz author{ity), the greater the resources for commu~-

nicating such an intricate and complex concept as the Divine.
III, SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY

i, This study, itself needs to be perfected, There needs to
be wmore thinking, writing and discussion in the f£ield of Biblical
philosophy and theology.

2. This study has implications in the field of theology that
ought to be explored--especially revelation and inspirstion and
possibly also the nature of God, of man and salvation.

3. From such studies should emerge the principles which can
be extended, applied and implemented in the "practical” areas of

teaching methods and tools, preaching, evangelism, wmissions, and
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pastoring.

%, There should be some insight from this paper velative to
the problem of constructing inmstruments of evsluation for the mate-
riele, wmethods and vesults of Christisn outreach.

5. Thig resesvch should probably not enly be sharpened, but
also compared to other contemporary approaches in the f£ield of the

philogophy of education and of Christisn education.
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